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Abstract

We study weak Harnack inequality and a priori Holder regularity of harmonic functions for
symmetric nonlocal Dirichlet forms on metric measure spaces with volume doubling condition.
Our analysis relies on three main assumptions: the existence of a strongly local Dirichlet form
with sub-Gaussian heat kernel estimates, a tail estimate of the jump measure outside balls
and a local energy comparability condition. We establish the robustness of our results, ensur-
ing that the constants in our estimates remain bounded, provided that the order of the scale
function appearing in the tail estimate and local energy comparability condition, maintains a
certain distance from zero. Additionally, we establish a sufficient condition for the local energy
comparability condition.
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1 Introduction and Main results

1.1 Introduction

Regularity results for nonlocal Dirichlet forms are of significant importance in both analysis and
probability theory. Extensive studies have been dedicated to this area. See, for example, [6l [7], 8 @]
10, 17, 18, 23] [38], 48], 51]. A typical example of a nonlocal regular Dirichlet form (€, F) on a metric
measure (M,d, p) is defined by

E(f,9) = /MxM(f(w) — fy)(g(x) — 9(y)J (z, y)pu(dz)u(dy), f,9 € F,

where J(x,y) is a symmetric measurable function on M x M satisfying
c1 C
< J(z,y) <
W(Ba iz )y~ Y = LB ) 5

with C > 1 and s € (0,1). Here 8 > 2 represents the walk dimension of M. This includes the
Dirichlet form associated with the fractional Laplacian —(—A)® on RY. Notably, while the walk
dimension of the Euclidean space is 2, many fractals are known to have the walk dimension 5 > 2,
potentially resulting in Ss exceeding 2.

When 8s > 2, a significant challenge in obtaining regularity estimates arises due to the fact
that the domain of the Dirichlet form may not include all Lipschitz functions. This necessitates
careful construction of cutoff test functions a priori to obtain the desired regularity estimates. This
issue was independently addressed by introducing cutoff Sobolev inequality and generalized capacity
condition in [21], 20, 18] and [29], respectively. However, verifying these conditions is challenging
without the two-sided pointwise bounds (ILT)) for the density of the jump kernel, except in cases such
as when (M, d) is an ultra-metric space (see [9]), where the domain of the Dirichlet form includes
all characteristic functions on open balls.

In this work, we deal with metric measure spaces with the walk dimension 8 > 2. The paper
is divided into two parts. In the first part, we introduce the local energy comparability condition
rEC3(s) (see Definition [[L3(ii) below) and show that it implies robust versions of fractional Poincaré
inequality, Faber-Krahn inequality and cutoff Sobolev inequality on metric measure spaces, under
the tail estimate of the jump measure outside balls rTJ3(s) (see Definition [3[(i)). The condition
rEC3(s) is easier to verify compared to the cutoff Sobolev inequality or the generalized capacity
condition, especially when s > 2. We provide a sufficient condition for rECg(s) that applies to
degenerate jump kernels, extending the work of [I5]. To the best of our knowledge, for Ss > 2, this
result gives the first general verification of the cutoff Sobolev inequality for nonlocal operators with
degenerate jump kernels, except when (M, d) is an ultrametric space.

In the second part, by adapting recent techniques from [I8] 20 211, 29], we establish robust weak
Harnack inequality and a priori Holder regularity for harmonic functions of nonlocal Dirichlet forms,
ensuring that the constants in these estimates remain bounded as s approaches 1. While robust
results have been established for nonlocal operators on Euclidean spaces (e.g., [14, 25, 24] 34]), we
extend this approach to general metric measure spaces.

for all x,y € M, (1.1)

1.2 Main result

Let (M,d) be a locally compact separable metric space and p be a Radon measure on M with full
support. The triple (M, d, u) is referred to as a metric measure space. For p € [1,00], denote by
LP(M) the LP-space LP(M;pu), and by |-||, the norm in LP(M). The inner product in L*(M) will
be denoted by (-,-). For x € M and r > 0, we use B(z,r) to denote the open ball of radius r
centered at x, and V(z,r) for u(B(z,r)). Set

R := diam(M) € (0, ).



Throughout this paper, we assume that all open balls in M are relatively compact and there exist
constants o« > 0 and C > 1 such that

V(z,R)

Vo) §C<§> forall x € M and 0 <r < R. (VD)

Condition [VD]is known as the volume doubling property. Note that [VD]is equivalent to the following
condition:

d e
“//((y,R)) <C (L{x,y)) forall x,y € M and 0 <r < R. (VD*)
x,r

Let C : D[C] x D[C] — R be a non-negative definite symmetric bilinear form where D[C] is a dense
subspace of L2(M). For A > 0, define C\(f, g) = C(f,g) + A{f, g). The symmetric form (C, D[C]) is
called a Dirichlet form on L?(M), if (i) D[C] is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product
Cy and (ii) for any f € D[C], f+ A1 € D[C] and C(f+ A1, f+ A1) < C(f,f). The Dirichlet form
(C,D[C)) is called regular if D[C]NC(M) is dense in D|C] with C;-norm and dense in C,.(M) with the
sup-norm, where C.(M) denotes the space of all continuous functions on M with compact supports.
For a given regular Dirichlet form (C,D|C]), it is known that each function f € D[C] admits a
quasi-continuous version fon M (see |27, Theorem 2.1.3|). In this paper, whenever referring to a
regular Dirichlet form (C,D|C]), we always consider a quasi-continuous version of f € D[C], which
we denote as f without further explicit indication.

Let (C,D[C]) be a regular Dirichlet form. The generator £C of (C,D[C]) is defined by a self-
adjoint non-positive definite operator in L?(M) whose D(LY) consists of exactly those f € DIC]
that there is unique u € L?(M) so that

r

C(f, g) = _<U,g> for all g€ D[C]’

and LCf = u. Let (Pf);~0 be the associated semigroup for £¢. Then (Pf);>q defines a contraction
semigroup on LP(M) for every p € [1,00]. By general theory (see [27]), there exists a p-symmetric
Hunt process Z¢ = {Z¢,t > 0;P*, 2 € M \ N'} associated with (C,D[C]), where A is a properly
exceptional set, in the following sense: For any p € [1, 00| and any Borel function f € LP(M),

PEf(z) = B*[f(ZF)] for p-ae. x € M.

A Dirichlet form (C,DIC]) is called strongly local, if C(f,g) = 0 for all f,g € D|C] such that f
has a compact support and g is constant in a neighborhood of supp|[f]. The form (C,D[C]) is called
conservative if PC1yr = 1y for all t > 0.

Let 8 > 1. We say that (M, d, u) satisfies condition Exi(5) with the walk dimension 3, if there
exists a conservative strongly local Dirichlet form (€%, F*) on L?(M) that has a jointly measurable
heat kernel ¢ with the following estimate: There exist constants n € (0,1/2), ¢; > 0, 1 < i < 4, such
that for all t > 0 and p-a.e. z,y € M,

€1 o d(z,y)? 1/(B=1)
Wl{d(x,y)gml/ﬁ} < q(t,x,y) < W €xp < —C3 (f . (1-2)

Example 1.1. The Euclidean space R? satisfies Exi(2) with EX(f, f) = 1 [oa |V f|2dz. If M is
a geodesically complete Riemannian manifold and the Ricci curvature of M is non-negative, then
Exi(2) is satisfied. We refer to [28] [43] 49]. Moreover, many fractals including the Vicsek set, the
d-dimensional Sierpinski gasket and Sierpinski traingle satisfy Exi(5) for some g > 2. See, for

example, [2 Bl 26 39, 40] and references therein.



Many studies have explored the equivalent characterization of (2] using Harnack inequality and
functional inequalities such as Poicaré and cutoff Sobolev inequalities, and the generalized capacity
condition for strongly local Dirichlet forms. See, for example, [II, 4, [5, [32] [33].

We recall the following consequences of condition Exi(/) from [37, Theorem 4.5 and Lemma 4.7|
and [5, Theorem 3.1].

Proposition 1.2. Suppose that Exi(f) holds for 8 > 1. Then 8 > 2 and the following reverse
volume doubling property holds: There exist constants C' > 1 and ag > 0 such that
V(z,R)
Viz,r)
Moreover, the heat kernel q(t,x,y) can be chosen to be jointly continuous on (0,00) x M x M and
the p-symmetric Hunt process Z = {Zy,t > 0;P*, 2 € M} associated with (€%, F*) can be modified
to start from every point in M.

R\ —
>C! <?> forallz € M and 0 <r < R<R. (RVD)

Condition Exi(f) will be in force throughout this paper.

This assumption allows us to construct a specific class of nonlocal Dirichlet forms through
subordination, which in turn facilitates the establishment of a priori robust function inequalities.
By Proposition [[L2] we have f > 2 and (M,d, ) satisfies with o € (0, ], where « is the
constant in[VDl Further, the process Z associated with (€ L F L) has a jointly continuous heat kernel
q(t,x,y) and can start from any point in M.

We consider a nonlocal bilinear form (€, F) on L?(M) defined as

E(f.9) = /MXM<f<m> ) g(x) — g()) I (da, dy),
F = & -closure of {f € C.(M):E(f,f) < oo},

(1.3)

where J(dz,dy) is a symmetric Borel measure on M x M. Denote by B(M) the o-algebra of all
Borel sets of M. We assume that there exists J : M x B(M) — [0,00) satisfying the following
properties:

(1) For every x € M, J(z,-) is a Borel measure.

(2) For every E € B(M), the map x — J(z, E) is a Borel function on M.

(3) J(dz,dy) = J(x,dy)p(dz) in M x M.

To state our results precisely, we introduce several conditions for (£, F). From now on, we fix
constants Ry € (0, R) and sg € (0,1), and denote a constant as ‘independent of s € [sg,1)’, if it
may rely on sy but remains unaffected by the particular value of s.

Definition 1.3. Let s € [sq,1).

(i) We say that & satisfies the robust tail estimate condition 1TJg(s)=rTJg(Ry, s0,s) if there exists
a constant A > 0 independent of s such that for all z € M and r € (0, Ry),

A(l —s)

rBs

J(x,B(x,r)¢) <

(ii) We say that & satisfies the robust energy comparability condition TECg(s)=rECg(Ry, so,s) if
there exist constants C, Ky > 1 independent of s such that for all zp € M, r € (0,Ry) and
f € L*(B(xo, 1)),

/ (f() — £ ()2 (dw, dy)
B(zo,r)xB(zo,r)

o (@) - 1)
A (1 )/B(xmr/Ko)xB(a:oJ/Ko) V(x,d(m,y))d(x,y)ﬁs

p(dz)p(dy). (1.4)
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Remark 1.4. (i) If J(dz,dy) has a density J(z,y) with respect to p x p and there exists C' > 1
independent of s such that

C(1-s)

C'(1-5s)
=) S G (9P

V(z,d(z,y))d(z,y)% ~

for all x,y € M,

then r'TJg(s) and rECg(s) hold.

(ii) The opposite direction for (I.4) holds under rTJg(s). See Proposition B2l below.

(iii) Condition rECg(s) is motivated by condition (A) in [24], where robust estimates in the Euclidean
space were established. For general criteria and examples of nonlocal Dirichlet forms on L?(R9)
satisfying tECg(s) (with Ko = 1), we refer to [13| 24]. Our novelty is allowing the constant K
to be strictly larger than 1. This makes it possible to verify rECg(s) using a more accessible non-
degeneracy condition. Refer to [I5] (1.4)] for the Euclidean space case and Theorem [[I4] for its
generalization to general metric measure spaces.

For an open set U C M with positive measure and f € L' (U), we let

— 1
= — dp.

Definition 1.5. Let s € [sg,1). We say that (£, F) satisfies the robust Poincaré inequality
rPIg(s)=rPIg(Ry, so, s), if there exist constants C' > 0 and K; > 1 independent of s such that
for any xg € M, 0<r < Ry/K; and f € F,

[ G -Toendn<cr® [ () = F() P (. ).
B(zo,r) B(zo,K17m)xB(xo,K1T)

For a non-empty open set D C M, let Fp be the closure of N C.(D) in F with respect to the
Er-norm. The form (£, Fp) is called the part of (€, F) on D. It is known that if (€, F) is a regular
Dirichlet form on L?(M), then (£,Fp) is a regular Dirichlet form on L2(D) (see [27, Theorem
4.4.3)).

Definition 1.6. Let s € [sg,1). We say that (£,F) satisfies the robust Faber-Krahn inequality
rFKg(s)=rFKg(Ro, so, s), if there exist constants C' > 0 and K3 > 1 independent of s such that for
any xg € M, 0 < r < Ry/Ks, non-empty open set D C B(zg,r) and any f € Fp with ||f]l2 =1,

(%)BS/Q : C<Tﬁs /B(:BO,KQT)XB(:BO,Kgr)(f(x) — fW)*J (dx, dy) + 1>. (1.5)

Note that we use a local energy term incremented by 1 on the right-hand side of (ILH), differing
from the typical use of r#*£(f, f) in previous works.
For open subsets U and V of M, the notation U € V means that U C V.

Definition 1.7. Let U and V be open sets of M with U € V and k£ > 1. We say that a measurable
function ¢ on M is a k-cutoff function for U € V,if0 <o <rkin M, p>1in U and o =0 in V©.
Any 1-cutoff function is simply referred to as a cutoff function.

Denote F :={u+a:ue F,a € R} and Fpy := FNL®(M). Since € has no killing part, we can
extend the form £ from F to F by letting

E(u+a,v+0b):=E(u,v), foral u,veF, abeR.



Definition 1.8. Let s € [so,1). We say that (£, F) satisfies the robust cutoff Sobolev inequality
rCSg(s)=rCSs(Ry, 50, 5), if for any e € (0,1), there exists C = C(e) > 0 independent of s such that
the following holds: For any zg € M and R,r > 0 with R + 2r < Ry, there exists a cutoff function
¢ € F for B(zg, R) € B(xg, R+ r) such that for all f € Fo,

/ F@)2(6(2) — 6(u))?J (d, dy)
B(zo,R+2r)x M
C
2 - 2 J(dw, dy) + —- 2dp. :

e G T B (O TRy A

For s € (0,1), define a Sobolev-Slobodeckij space W#5/22(M) by
Bs/22(f) i— 2007 - (u(z) — u(y))®
w (M) := {u eL*(M): /MXM V(w,d(x,y))d(x,y)ﬁsu(dx)u(dy) < ooy (1.7)

Our first main result is the following theorem. The proof of this theorem will be given at the
end of Section B

Theorem 1.9. Suppose thatNDl and Exi(3) hold. Let Ry € (0, R) and so € (0,1) be given constants,
and (€, F) be a bilinear form on L*(M) given by [L3). If (€, F) satisfies ¥TIz(Ro,s0,8) and
rEC3(Ro, so,8) for some s € [sg,1), then (€, F) is a reqular Dirichlet form on L*(M) and F =
WBs/22(M). Moreover, rFKg(Ro, s0,5), rCSg(Ro, s0, s) and tPIg(Ro, so,s) hold for (€, F).

For an open set D C M, we say that a Borel function u is locally in Fp, denoted as u € ]:BC,
if for any relatively compact open set U € D, there exists f € Fp such that u = f a.e. on U.
Let £ be the generator of (£, F).

Definition 1.10. Let D C M be a non-empty open subset and f € L'(D). We say that u € .7:}30
is a weak solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) of

—Lu=f in D, (1.8)

if u is locally bounded on D and satisfies the following two properties:
(1) For any relatively compact open subset U and V of D with U € V' € D,

/ lu(y)| J(dx, dy) < . (1.9)
UxVve
(2) For any non-negative ¢ € F N C.(D), it holds that

E(u, @) = (f,9)  (vesp. E(u,0) < (f,0), E(u,d) = (f,9)).

We use the notation “—Lu = f in D" (resp.“—Lu < f in D", “—Lu > f in D") to denote that u
is a weak solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) to (L8]). We say that u is E-harmonic in D if
—Lu=01in D.

For Borel subsets Dy and Dy of M with dist(Dy, D) > 0 and a Borel function u on Dy, we
define a nonlocal tail 7 (u, D1, D2) of u by

T(u, Dy, Ds) i= sup / ()| (z, dy). (1.10)
x€D1 J Do



Definition 1.11. Let s € [sq, 1).

(i) We say that robust weak elliptic Harnack inequality rtWEHIg(s)=rWEHI(Ry, s, s) holds for
(E,F), if there exist constants ,C' > 0 and K > 1 independent of s such that for any z¢ € M,
R € (0,Rp), r € (0,R/(K + 2)), and any Borel function u that is bounded, non-negative and
—Lu > fin B(zg, R) for f € L>®(B(xo, R)),

1 N
—_ U du)
(V(x(]’ T) /B(:vo,r)

<C [%s(singqu7“55<7'(U—7B(950,K7“)7B(9507R —2r)°) + Hf—HLoo(B(mo,R))) } .
zo,r

(i) We say that elliptic Holder reqularity rEHR 3(s)=rEHRg(Ry, so, s) holds for (£, F), if there exist
constants v € (0,1] and C' > 0 independent of s such that for any zo € M, R € (0, Ry) and any
Borel function w that is bounded in M and £-harmonic in B(zg, R),

- g
lu(z) —u(y)| < C(%) |lu]|lo for p-a.e. z,y € B(zo, R/4).

Our second main result is the following theorem. Using arguments developed in [21] 20} 18] and
[29], we obtain regularity results for (£, F) under rTJg(s) and rECg(s). Notably, our result allows
the constants to remain independent of s as s — 1, which was not addressed in the aforementioned
works. The proof of this theorem will be presented at the end of Section [l

Theorem 1.12. Suppose that VDl and Exi(8) hold. Let (£, F) be a bilinear form on L?*(M) given
by [@L3). For any fived Ry € (0, R) and s € (0,1), the following implications hold:
rTJ5(s) + rECp(s) = rTJg(s) + rFKg(s) + rCSp(s) + rPlg(s) + (£, F) is regular
= 1TJg(s) + rWEHIg(s)
= rEHRg(s).

Remark 1.13. For s € (0, 1), consider the quadratic form

C(S)(f, g) _ (1 _ S)/ (f(x) — f(y))(g(x) — g(y))dmdy, f.g€ WS’Q(Rd),

R xRd |z — y|d+2s

where W*2(R%) is the Sobolev space. The form (C*), W*2(R%)) satisfies rTJ4(s) and rECg(s).
Consequently, by Theorem [[T2] (C*), W*2(R9)) satisfies rPIg(s), rWEHIg(s) and rEHRs(s) (with
Ry = 00). This conclusion reaffirms the robust fractional Poincaré inequality on R?, which follows
from the results of [I1],[44] 45], and the robust weak Harnack inequality and elliptic Holder regularity
estimates for the fractional Laplacian, which were established in [24].

Lastly, we provide a sufficient condition for rEC4(s), generalizing the main result of [15] for the
Euclidean case.

Theorem 1.14. Let s € [so,1). Suppose that VDl holds and
wHyeM:d(xz,y)=r})=0 forallze M andr € (0, Rp). (1.11)

If J(dx,dy) has a density J(x,y) with respect to u X p and there exist constants dp,0 € (0,1) and
0 > 0 such that for allz € M, r € (0,Ry) and y € B(z, (1 + do)r),

i ({z € Bly,r): J(z,2) > V(m,d(egf,lz;)zzx,z)ﬁs }) > oV(y,r), (1.12)

then rECg(s) holds with C, Ky depending on so, 0o, 0,0 and the constants C, a in N1 only.
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We say that (M, d, ) satisfies the annular decay property if there exist constants v € (0, 1] and
C' > 1 such that for all z € M, r > 0 and € € (0,1),

w(B(z,r)\ Bz, (1 —¢e)r)) < CVV (x,r). (1.13)

Remark 1.15. (i) The result of [I5] is also robust with respect to the parameter s since the
dependency on s occurs only through the constant ¢ in [I5, Definition 3.7], which has an upper
bound in terms of sg.

(ii) If (M, d, ) satisfies the annular decay property, then (LII]) follows directly. Moreover, by the
proof of [I5] Lemma 2.1, (LI2) is equivalent to that (LI2]) holds for y € B(z,r) only, instead of
y € B(x, (14 do)r).

(iii) If (M,d) is a length space, then by [12] Corollary 2.2|, (M,d,u) satisfies the annular decay
property.

(iv) Suppose that (M, d, p) is complete and the heat kernel (¢, x,y) in Exi(/3) satisfies the following
lower bound in addition to (L2]): There exist c4,c5 > 0 such that

B\ 1/(8-1)
q(t,x,y) > W exp ( —c5 <M) ) for all ¢ > 0 and p-a.e. z,y € M.

Then, by [46, Corollary 1.8 and Remark 1.9(a)|, there exists a geodesic metric d such that d and
d are bi-Lipschitz equivalent. By replacing d with d, we have that (M,d, ) is a length space and
thus satisfies the annular decay property.

(v) In our setting, (M,d, ) may not satisfy the annular decay property. For instance, let M :=
{(,0) :z < =1} U{(z,vV1—22): =1 <2 <0}U{(0,y): -1 <y <1}U{(z,—V1I—-2?):0<z<
1} U{(2,0) : @ > 1}, d be the metric inherited from R?, and u be the one-dimensional Hausdorff
measure. Since d is comparable with the intrinsic metric on M, holds with @ = 1 and, by [43]
Corollary 3.1 and Theorem 4.1], Exi(2) holds. However, since u(B(0,1 +¢) — B(0,1)) > = for all
e > 0, (LI3) fails for any v € (0, 1].

For the proof of Theorem [[LT4] we mainly follow the strategy of [I5]. However, significant non-
trivial modifications are required since some of their arguments rely on the geodesic and annular
decay properties of Euclidean space, which do not apply in our context. The proof of Theorem [[L.T4]
will be provided in Section [Gl

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2] presents robust estimates for subordinators and the
Dirichlet forms associated with subordinate processes. In Sections B and H] we establish rFKg(s),
rCSs(s), rPIg(s) and the L?-mean value inequality for (£, F) under rECs(s) and rTJs(s), by com-
paring (€, F) with the one constructed in Section [2l In Section [ we establish the weak Harnack
inequality and Holder regularity for (£, F), thereby concluding the proof of Theorem Section
contains the proof of Theorem [[.T4]

Notation: We use «a, ag for the constants in and [RVD] and 3,7 for the constants in (2.
We use the notations a A b := min{a,b} and a V b := max{a,b} for a,b € R. For a subset D
of M, the set D¢ denotes its complement M \ D. Values of lower case letters with subscripts ¢;,
1=20,1,2,... are fixed in each statement and proof, and the labeling of these constants starts anew
in each proof. The notation f(z) =< g(z) means that there exist constants c;,ca > 0 such that
c19(x) < f(x) < cag(z) in the common domain of the definition of f and g.



2 Analysis of subordinate processes

A C* function ¢ on (0,00) is called a Bernstein function if (—1)"~1¢(™(X) > 0 for all n > 0 and
A > 0. It is well known that every Bernstein function ¢ can be expressed as

d(N\) = a+ b\ + /Oo(l — e M)II(dt),
0

where a,b > 0 are constants and IT is a Borel measure on (0,00) satisfying [;°(1 A £)II(dt) < oo.
The triplet (a,b,II) is called the Lévy triplet of ¢. A process { = (& )i>0 is called a subordinator,
if it is a real-valued non-decreasing Lévy process. For every subordinator £, there exists a unique
Bernstein function ¢ such that

Ele ] = M for all A >0, t > 0.

The function ¢ is called the Laplace exponent of . We refer to [50] for fundamental results on
Bernstein functions and their connections to subordinators.
For a € [0, 1], we define a constant m, by

- <M>l_a. (2.1)

1—2e!
Note that
1 <mg, <mgy forall aec]|0,1]. (2.2)
Fix s € (0,1) and let s € [sg, 1). Define a measure Il on (0,00) by
I, (dt) := my(1 — s)t 1%Lt

Observe that [;°(1AL)IL(dt) < co. Let ¢, be the Bernstein function with the Lévy triplet (0, 0, II,)
and &° be a subordinator correponding to the Laplace exponent ¢4, independent of the process Z.
Define a time-changed process Y* = (Y;*)i>0 by

ths = ths, t> 0. (23)

According to [47, Theorem 2.1(ii)|, Y* is a Hunt process associated with a regular Dirichlet form
(&3, F®). Moreover, by [47, Theorem 2.1(v)]|, we have

E(f,9) = /MxM(f(fv) = f)g(x) — 9(y)Js(@, y)u(dr)u(dy), f,g € F°,
where
Js(x,y) == %/000 q(t, z,y)Is(dt). (2.4)

Define a function ¢ on (0,00) x M x M by

qs(t,z,y) == / q(a,z,y) P& € da), t>0,z,y€ M. (2.5)
0

From the definition (23] of Y*, one can deduce that gs(¢,z,y) is a heat kernel of (€%, F?).
Recall that the Sobolev-Slobodeckij space W#5/22(M) is defined as (7).

Proposition 2.1. F° = W5s/22(M).



Proof. Let (Qf);>0 be the semigroup of (£%, F*). By the general theory, we have

={fer* ) sw - Qif f) <o}

te(0,1)

See, for example, [27, Lemma 1.3.4|. By the conservativeness and the symmetry of (Q)¢>0, we have
for all f € L2(M) and t > 0,

HE=Qif =5 [ (@)= £ el putdon(dy). (2.

Following the arguments in the proof of [I0, Theorem 3.1| (where M is assumed to be a unbounded
d-set), one can deduce that gs(t,x,y) satisfies the following estimate:

1 t
A
V (@, t/59) = V(x, d(z,y))d(z,y)%

Combining this with ([2.6)), we get that for all f € L?(M),

(
(& X 2
swp 7= Qin <G [ G T II o oay)

gs(t,x,y) < for 0 <t <1andz,ye M.

te(0,1) 2
and
! (f(@) = f()?
t %y dz)pu(d
tesg)pl) t <f Wil g = 21 teszépl) /MXM:d(m,y)ztl/(Bs) V(x,d(z,y))d(x,y)5s pldz)p(dy)
_ 1 (f(=) = f(y)*
and the result follows. -

2.1 Analysis of the subordinator &°
In this subsection, we establish some estimates on the distribution of £&° which do not depend on

s € [sg,1). Define Hy : (0,00) — (0,00) by

H(\) == ds(N\) — APL(N) = /0 00(1 — e M — Me M (dt).

Note that ¢s and Hy are increasing continuous functions with ¢5(0+) = Hs(0+) = 0 and limy o0 ¢s(A) =
lim) 00 Hs(A) = II5((0,00)) = oo, and ¢, is a decreasing continuous function with limy_, o ¢%(A) =

0. Let ¢;! and (¢)~! be the inverse functions of ¢s and ¢’ respectively. For each fixed ¢ > 0,
define a function gs; : (0,t¢.(0+)) — (0,00) by

gst(a) := (¢,) " (a/t).
By [36, Lemma 5.2|, we get the following left tail probability estimates for £°.
Proposition 2.2. (i) For allt > 0 and a € (0,t¢),(0+)),
P(&f < a) < exp (—t(Hs 0 gst)(a)).
(it) For all k >0, t > 0 and a € (0,t¢,(0+4)),

Bt < 0) > (1 o ) esp (- (14 200(H, 0 0,0)(@).

where ¢y = sup)\>0(—)\2¢g()\))/Hs()\).
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We will use the following elementary inequality several times in this paper.
e " <(er/a)”® forall r,a >0,

Lemma 2.3. (i) —\2¢"(\) < 2H(\) for all A > 0.
(i1) ¢35 1 (7/) 1 <t (H 1 (1/1) < ¢ (1/t) 7" for all t > 0.

Proof. (i) Using 1 —e™" —re " > r2e~" /2 for all r > 1, we get that for all A > 0,
= N¢I(N) = my(1 - s)/ (M) 2e ™ Me1m5de < 2H ().
0

(ii) The result follows from [22] Lemma 2.4(i)] and the inequality (e? —e)/(e —2) < 7.

Lemma 2.4. (i) ¢,(\) > e tmA*~! for all A > 0.

(ii) For all X > 0,

1 —2e Y)my(1 —s)
s

Hg(\) > ( 2S.

(i1i) For all A > 0,

%SAS < () <

(&

ms

— N5
s

Consequently, it holds that

1/s 1/s
<ﬂ> /s < g1 (1/4)7t < <ﬁ> /5 for all t > 0.
S

€s

Proof. (i) For all A > 0, we get
1/2 1/
L) > mg(1— S)/ t=5eMdt > ety (1 — s)/ t75dt = e Tm AL
0 0
(ii) Using the inequality 1 —e™" —re™" > 1 —2e~! for » > 1, we get that for all A > 0,

(e o]

A%,

Hs()\) > (1 _ 2671)7’)715(1 _ S) /I/A tflfsdt — (1 — 26_1lm8(1 — S)

(iii) Since 1 —e™" > (r A 1)/e for all r > 0, it holds that for all A > 0,

. 1/ -
pu3) > M=) <A/ £ dt +/ tlsdt> = Msys,
0 1

e /A es

Moreover, since 1 —e™" < r A1 for all » > 0, we have

2 oo m
Ds(A) < m(1 - s)/ Mot + (1 — s)/ s gy = Doy,
0 1/2 s

Hence, (2.8) holds. Now, by (2.8]), we get that for all ¢ > 0,

| =

Ms 1 s Ms 1 s
g¢s (1/t) < §?¢s (1/t) .

11
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Lemma 2.5. (i) For allt >0 and a > 0,

(1+a/8)1 —s) (ﬁ)yus)).

P <a) < -
(6 <0 <o ’ -
(i1) There exists a constant K > 1 independent of s such that
P <K‘1t1/8 << Kt1/5> > e 7/18 for all t > 0. (2.9)
Proof. (i) Let t,a > 0. By Lemma 24]1), since ¢(gs+(a)) = a/t, we have
gs(a) > (e~ mst/a)t /172,

Combining this with Lemma 2.4](ii), we obtain

(1— 2e V)my(1 — 5) <m5t>5/(1‘8). (2.10)

S ea

(Hs 0 gs)(a) >

Using Proposition 2Z2(i) and (ZI0) in the first line below, and the definition ([Z1]) of ms in the
second, we deduce that

5 (1 _ 26_1)7771;/(178)(1 o S) tl/s 3/(175)
< < —
Pt < a) < o : -

= exp ( _(+a/B)1-5) (ﬁ)s/(l—a).

S ea

(ii) Let ¢ > 0 and set ag := t¢,(H,; *(1/t)). By Proposition Z2(ii) (with k = 3) and Lemma 2.3(i),
we have

PE < 00) 2 (1 " (i, ois,txao)) exp (— T(H, © g2 )(ao)) = ¢ 7/9.

Using this, the monotonicity of £°, Lemma 2.3(ii), Lemma 24(iii) and (22]), we get

/9 SPE <671 (107 <P (& < (ma/s) /) <P (& < (mo/so) 08) . (211)
Let ¢1 := log(18¢”) and ay := t¢,(H; (c1/t)). By Proposition i),
P& <ap) <e =e /18
Hence, using the monotonicity of £, Lemma 2.3)(ii), Lemma 24(iii) and ([22]), we obtain

e /I8 > P (& < 19, (Ter /1))
2P <§f <a (ms/(eS))”s(t/(7c1))1/8> >P (5,? < 01(7601)_1/50751/5) :

Combining this with (ZII)), we arrive at (Z3) (with K = (mg/s0)"% V ((Tec1)Y*0 /¢y)). O
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2.2  Analysis of the Dirichlet form (£° F?)

Recall that a constant is considered independent of s € [sg, 1), if it may depend on sy but remains
unaffected by the specific value of s. We also recall that R denotes diam(M).
We begin with the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 2.6. There exists C > 0 such that for allb >0, x € M and r > 0,
1 Ceb

dy) < —-.

/B(m,r)c V(z,d(z,y))d(z,y)® p(dy) [

Proof. Using VD] and the inequality 1 —e™® > be™®, we get

1 1
w(dy) < / — o MdY)
/B(x r)e V(x d(x y))d( b Z B(z,enr)\B(z,e"1r) V(.%', e lr)(e lr)b

V(x,er) o—(n—1)b
<_
sz xenl e(nl —sz - pbrb

Proposition 2.7. There exists C' > 1 independent of s such that

C711-5s) C(1-ys)
Ve d@ g ) = Y = Vi de, g)d( g)”

for all x,y € M.

Proof. Let 2,y € M. Then (2d(x,y)/n)? < (2R/n)®. Using 24) and (L) in the first inequality
below, in the second, and [RVD)]in the third, we get

( ) ( ) (2d(m,y)/n)f8 t_l_s d ( ) (2d(m,y)/n)’8 t_l—s p
Js(x,y 2011—8/ 7152@21_8/ S
(daa)me V(@ t7) ) V(@ /8)2)

- c3(1—s) /(2d(:v,y)/n) — ( )
~ Vi@, d(2,9)) S,y /m)e lﬁl/ﬁ/Q
_ canstao(1 — 270 =Bs) (1 — ) - 2003 (1 — 2720)(1 — )
(n/2)°0 (s + ao/B)V (x, d(z, y))d(z, y)P* ~ (1 + ao/B)V (z, d(z,y))d(z,y)
On the other hand, by (24]) and (L2)), we have

d(:v,y)ﬁ t—l—s d(m. y)ﬁ 1/(8-1)
Js(z,y) §C4(1—3)/0 WGXP<—C5 (T) >dt

EB t*lfs [ee] t*lfs
—1—041—3/ 7dt+041—s/ —dt
( ) d(z,y)P V(x,t1/8) ( ) 7 V(z,R)

=:c4(1 = s)(I1 + Iz + I3).

For I, using (7)) in the first inequality below and VD] in the second, we get

e G /Wmﬂqﬂvm@mw»< t )“Mﬁt
'S Vi, d(z,y) o V(w, t1/9) \d(z,y)”

cr d@y)”
. [
V(x?d(x,y))d(x’y) 0

Cr 7

T =V (@ d@ )@,y Vi@, y)d, g
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For I, using RVD] we obtain

EB
I, < CSd(x y) / tflfsfao/ﬁdt < 8 s
Viz,d(x,y)) Jaye (ao/B)V (z,d(z,y))d(x,y)
When R < oo, using [VD] we also get
1 1
I3 = —— < .
sV(e, BB ~ soV(w d(w,y))d(z, y)%
The proof is complete. O

Corollary 2.8. There exists C' > 0 independent of s such that

/ Js(z, y)p(dy) < w forall x € M and r > 0.
B(z,r) r

Proof. Using Proposition [Z7] in the first inequality below and Lemma in the second, we get
that for all z € M and r > 0,

/ (e, y)p(dy)
B(x,r)°c
w(dy) c2e (1 —5)  c2eP(1 — 5)

<c(l—s
<al )/BW)C Vo dwy)de, )P = B = BsgrP

|

Recall that gs(¢,z,y) is the heat kernel of (€%, F®) defined as (2I). We establish a robust
near-diagonal estimate for ¢s(¢, z,y).

Proposition 2.9. There exists C' > 0 independent of s such that

qs(t,z,y) < forall t >0 and z,y € M. (2.12)

C
V(x, 11/59)

Proof. For all ¢t > 0 and z,y € M, using (L2)) in the first line below, in the third, Lemma
2.5(i) in the fourth, and the inequality e” > r for all > 0 in the fifth, we obtain

P(& € da)
qs(taxay) S 01A (1’ al/ﬁ)
P > 71t1/s e~ 2t1/s 5 < g ltl/s
<A (& >e n IZ <& <e )
V( (6 ltl/s 1/[3 6 —n— 2t1/s)1/ﬁ)

a/p za/ﬁ 00
Co€ Co€ na/ﬁ s —n—1 1/3
: V (, t1/(59)) * V (x,t1/(Bs)) Z%e P& <e t/?)

a/B 20/ 00 1 .
©2€ 626 ’I’LO& + Oé/ﬁ)(l S) ns/(1—s)
= V(x,tl/(ﬁs)) V (x,t1/(59)) Zex ( s €
cpe/P 02 e2a/B i 3
= V(m,tl/(ﬁs)) z, t1/(59)) exp(— T Vi, (1/(59)

a

For a non-empty open set D C M, let (£°, F},) be the part of (£, F*) on D and (Qf’D)tZO be
its semigroup.
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Proposition 2.10. For any bounded non-empty quasi-open set D C M, (£°,F})) has a heat kernel
qP(t,z,y) defined on (0,00) x M x M.

Proof. Let g € M and R > 0 be such that D C B(xg, R). For every t > 0 and f € L'(D) with
£l = 1, by the L®-contractivity of (Q¥"");>0, Proposition 29 and [VD¥ we have

1QF" Flloo < 11QFAT flloo

‘ C2 R+ (t A1)\
EA)UB) ) S

< inf <
D Vo G ADVE) = Vieg, R+ (EA 1))

Now, the result follows from [30, Theorem 2.1]. O

Proposition 2.11. (€%, F*) satisfies tIFKs(s) with Ry = R and Ky = 2.

Proof. Let 29 € M, 0 <r < R/2 and D C B(zg,7) be a non-empty open set. Set U := B(xg,r)
and V := B(xo,2r). Let f € F}, be such that ||f||2 = 1. Since f =0 in D¢, we have

s 2 _.
e[ +f 0w - 1P =20 + 1),

By Proposition 2.7 since D C V', we have

() = fw))?
nsal-9) [ oo i

Further, using Corollary 2.8 since || f]j2 = 1, we get

55 w(dx)p(dy). (2.13)

I, < 2/Df(ac)2 /B(m,r)c Js(x,y)pu(dy)p(de) < % (2.14)

On the other hand, by [27, Lemma 1.3.4(i)], it holds that
ez s [0 - P10 =sw |10 - @71.0)| (215)

For all ¢ > 0, using the symmetry of ¢”, the AM-GM inequality, and Fubini’s theorem in the first
inequality below, and Proposition in the second, we obtain

QP f f) = / a2t 2,y) f(2) f(y) p(dz)p(dy)
xD

T 2
/f /qs t,x, y)u(dy) p(dz) Sc:;u@)/ﬂ)%u(dw)-

Consequently, using VD, we get that for all 0 < t < P,

5D cap(D) 2%cp(D) [ \°
(@ f,f>év($0, (tw}s> /f2 o) (MBS)> , (2.16)

We assume that, without loss of generality, the constant ¢4 in (2I6]) is greater than 1. If
20t e, (D) > V(zg,7), then by choosing C' to be greater than (22T1¢,)%/®, we get ([F). Assume
that 2°leyu(D) < V(xo,7). By taking

a+1 Bs/a
t = M Tﬁs7
V(ﬂfo,r)
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we get from (2I5]) and ([ZI0]) that

ENf. f) > 1 < V(zo,7) )BS/Q> 1 (V(xO’T)>BS/a
1) = 9085 \ et leyu(D) = gt+(arp/adpps \ p(D) '

Combining this with ([2.13) and (21I4]), the result follows. The proof is complete. 0

For a non-empty open set D C M, let (€%, F5) be the part of (€L, FL) on D and (QF)i>0 be
its semigroup. Since Z has a jointly continuous transition density ¢, and ¢(t,z,y) = q(t,y,z) <
c/V(x,tl/ﬁ) < oo forall £ > 0 and =,y € M, from the strong Markov property, we deduce that
(QP)i>0 has a heat kernel ¢” given by the Dynkin-Hunt formula:

¢"(t,z,y) = q(t,x,y) — E [Q(t—Tg,ZTg,y) Th<t|, t>0,z,y€eD, (2.17)

where 75 := inf{t > 0: Z; ¢ D} denotes the first exit time of Z from D.
Proposition 2.12. There exist constants e1,e2 € (0,1/2) and C > 0 such that for any xg € M
and r € (0, R),

¢BEo (¢ 2, y) > for all t € (0,e177) and x,y € B(xg,eat'/?).

NS
V(x,t1/8)
Proof. Let ¢; € (0,1/2) and €3 € (0,7/2) be constants determined later, where n € (0,1) is the
constant in (L2). Fix xp € M and r € (0, R). Write B := B(xg,r). By @I1) and (L2, we have
for all t € (0,e17%] and x,y € B(xg, eat!/?),

" (t,,y)
d(Z, 7,y)P\ 1/ (B-1)
C1 Co TH A
> e — oy — 2 : tl. (218
2 Vo) Vg, - ) oo(-a(57) )] e

Observe that

d(ZTg,:c) A d(ZTg,y) >r— 6}/5627“ >r/2 and t—715 <t <erP. (2.19)

In particular, since d(x,y) < 2e9t'/# < r, we have
d(ZTg,m') < d(ZTg,y) +r < 3d(ZT§,y). (2.20)

Using (27) in the first inequality below, ([Z20) in the second, VD in the third, and (ZIJ) in the
fourth, we get

d(Z_z,y)P\ 1/(B-1)
Co TR VA
E” exp<—03<$> ):T <t
V(Zg. (t - T5)VP) t—13 b

< E* C4 <(t_T§)1/6>a+1:TZ<t
B V(nga(t_ﬂg)l/ﬁ) d(ZT§7y) b

do+1 t — Z\1/B a+1
< E* 6 C4Z1 <( 75) > ITEZ;<t
_V(ZTga(t_TB) /ﬁ) Qd(ZTgP%.)

1/8
Cr&
< %

= V(x, tV/B)

cs(t —T5)P
2d(Z,z,x) V(z, 2d(Z, 7, x))

<E” TE <t

Combining this with (ZI8) and taking 1 smaller than (c1/(2¢5))?, we get the result. 0
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Proposition 2.13. There exist constants 61,02 € (0,1/2) and C' > 0 independent of s such that
for any xo € M and r € (0, R),

qB@on)(t, 2, y) > for all t € (0,(6:7)%%] and p-a.e. x,y € B(xg, oot/ P9)).

G
=V (a, 11/59)

Proof. Let 29 € M and r € (0, R). Write B := B(xg,r). Define for t > 0 and z,y € B,
o0
TsB(t,l“,y) 12/ qB(a,x,y)P(gf € da).
0

By [52, Proposition 3.1], we have ¢?(t,x,y) > rB(t,x,y) for all t > 0 and p-a.e. z,y € B. Thus, it
suffices to show that there exist constants 01,02 € (0,1/2) and ¢; > 0 independent of s, zp and r
such that

rl(t,z,y) > a for all ¢ € (0, (0:7)%%] and z,y € B(xq, 2"/ 5.

= V(x, t1/(6s))
Let K > 1 be the constant in Lemma 2.5(ii), and 1,2 € (0,1/2) be the constants in Proposition
Set &, := (e1/K)"P and 6y := e5 /K8, For all t € (0, (6;7)7%], we have Kt!/* < K(Sfrﬁ =g
and 0t1/(P9) = g5 (K—1¢1/%)1/8_ Using Proposition in the first inequality below, and and
Lemma (i) in the third, we get that for all t € (0,8,7%°] and z,y € B(xo, d2t'/(#%)),

e P(K 11/ < & < Kt'?) cs
Vie, KUBG)) = V(g /39

Ktl/s
P& e d
Bltey) > e / (& € da)

K—1¢1/s V(I’, al/ﬁ)

Proposition 2.14. (€%, F*) satisfies tPlg(s) with Ry = R.
Proof. We follow the proof of [20, Proposition 3.5(i)], which was motivated by the argument in
[42, Theorem 5.1]. Let d1,d2 € (0,1/2) be the constants in Proposition ZI3]and set K7 := 1/(d102).
Let zyp € M and 0 < r < R/K,. Write B := B(xg,r) and V := B(xg, K17).

Consider a bilinear form

VU = [ (5 = @) o) - gl (o pi(doudy),

VxV
DIV = {fe L*(V):C*V(f, f) < oo}

By Proposition [Z7i), we have

. . (f(z) — f(y))?
C(f ) <all )vav@@@wnﬂ%y

Hence, F*|y, € D[C®Y]. Further, by Fatou’s lemma, we see that (C*V,D[C*V]) is closable and
is a Dirichlet form on L?(V). Let (@f’v)bo be the semigroup associated with (C*V',D[C*V]).
Since C*V(1y,1y) = 0 and 1y € D[C>V], the semigroup (@f’v)bo is conservative. Let D[C*V]y
be the closure of D[C*"] N C.(V) in L*(V) and let (Rf’v)bo be the semigroup associated with
(€*V,D[C*V]y). According to [I6, Theorem 5.2.17], (C*V,D[C*V]y) is the resurrected Dirichlet
form of (€%, F). Since (C*V,D[C*V]y) is a part of (C5V,D[C*V]), it follows that

)5sﬂ(d$),u(dy) for all f € F*. (2.21)

V>R > forallt>0and 0< fe LAV). (2.22)
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Set to := (01 K17)5% = (r/02)%%. For all f € F*, using [27, Lemma 1.3.4(i)] in the first line below,
the conservativeness and the symmetry of (@f’v)tzo in the second, ([222]) in the third, Proposition
2 13 in the fourth and in the last, we obtain

V(S ) >+ / F@)(F@) — QY F (@) plda)

_1 / Y <_ P = FOIC+ 307) ()], ()

5 [ Qi 6 = 10 @)yl

)2
%/ J, g,
c B ) — 2
> 9% /B /B Wju(dwu(dw)- (2.23)

On the other hand, using VD% in the third inequality below, we see that

xTr) — 2 r)—a 2
/B /B —(f(&(x ‘);()y)) p(dy)p(dz) 2 inf /B 7(‘}0‘(/()90 T)) p(dz) /B p(dy)

> inf VT 4 /B(f(x) — a)p(dz) > C4Cibr61]£/3(f(fﬂ) — a)p(dr) = C4/B(f—73)2dﬂ

zeB V(x,r) acR

| \/

| \/

Combining this with (22I)) and ([2:23]), we get the desired result. O

For a non-empty open set D C M, denote by (Gi’D) A>0 the resolvent corresponding to the
. s,D
semigroup (@, )0 defined by

Gi’Df ::/ e_)‘th’Dfdt for A\ > 0 and f € L*(D).
0

By [27, Theorem 4.4.1(i)], for any A > 0 and f € L?*(D), we have Gi’Df € F}, and
EGYP fv) = (f,v) for all v e F,. (2.24)

Lemma 2.15. There exists a constant k > 1 independent of s such that the following holds: Let
rg € M, R>0 andr € (0,R). For Uy := B(xg,R), Uy := B(zo,R+ ) and X := 7755, we have

)\Gi’UllUl <1 p-a.e onU; and )\Gi’UllUl >1/k  p-a.e. on Up. (2.25)

Proof. For any 0 < f € L?(Uy), we have

065 1) = [ ATQ 0 ) < Wl [ NN = [l

0

Hence, )\Gi’UllUl < 1 pra.e. on Ui. On the other hand, by Proposition and [VDl for any
t € (0,(6:7)%%] and a.e. z € Uy,

C1

s,Uq S,B($77’)
e | > 1 > dy) > co.
Qt Uy (x) = Qt B(m,r)(x) = V(w,tl/(ﬁs)) /B(m,52t1/(ﬂs)) M( y) Z €2
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Using this, we get that for any 0 < f € L?(Up),

s,U1p 6§S/>\ —\t s,Up
MGV 1y, f) > /0 2 [ 5@ @l
0

5/ —Xt —50s -8
Ae”dt = co(1 — et ) fll oy = c2(L — e V)| fll o)

> 02||f||L1(U0)/0

Therefore, the second inequality in (Z28) holds with k = 1/(c2(1 — e_‘sf)). O

Denote F* := {f+a:feFacR} and Fs=Fn L*°(M). Since £° has no killing part,
the bilinear form £° can be extended to functions from F* by letting

EN(f+a,g+b):=E(f,g) forall fige F* a,beR.

We now establish a robust generalized capacity condition for (€%, F*). The proof of the following
result is originally due to [I, Lemma 5.4] and [29, Lemma 2.8].

Lemma 2.16. For any v € M, R > 0 and r € (0, R), there exists a k-cutoff function o € F° for
B(zo, R) € B(zo, R+ 1) such that
2

Ii ~
E¥(fp, ) < %/ fPdu for any f € Ff, (2.26)
r B(xo,R+T)

where kK > 1 s the constant in Lemma [2_ 13

Proof. Let zg € M, R > 0 and r € (0, R). Set A := r~5% and ¢ := mAGi’B(xO’RH)13(:,3073“). Then
© € Fiuo,pyr)- Further, by Lemma 218 ¢ is a k-cutoff function for B(zg, R) € B(xo, R + 7).
According to [31, Proposition 15.1], whenever f € }V-,f, we have f2¢ € F5

@24), we get that for any f € F7,

(w0, R47)" Hence, using

E(fro,0) S ENfPo,0) = kAP0, 1u,) <KX [ fPdp.

Uy
O
Recall the following property of nonlocal Dirichlet forms from [2I, Lemma 3.5]|.
Lemma 2.17. For any Borel subset D C M, constant k > 1, and any f,g € .7?5,
(=K [ @) - 9w)P e g)nldouldy)
DxD
< /D D(f(w)zg(w) — FW)?9W))(9(x) = g(v)) Js (x, y)u(da) p(dy)
b [ gl f(a) - fw)P (o) (227)
DxD

provided that all three integrals in [Z27) are absolutely integrable.

Following the proof of [29, Lemma 2.4|, we deduce the next result from Lemma We give a
detailed proof for completeness.

Proposition 2.18. (£%, F?) satisfies 1CSg(s) with Ry = R.
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Proof. Let 2o € M, R >0 and r € (0, R). Define U, = B(xg, R+ ar) for a > 0. Let x > 1 be the
constant in Lemma 215 By Lemma 2.T6] there exists a x-cutoff function ¢ € F* for Uy € Uy such
that

(20, 0) / fPdp for all f e Fi. (2.28)

Set ¢ := o A1l. Then ¢ € F* and ¢ is a cutoff function for Uy € Uy. Moreover, using Proposition
2.7 and the fact |p(z) — ¢(y)| < |¢(x) —@(y)| for x,y € M in the first inequality below, and Lemma
217 (with k£ = 2) in the second, we get that for all f € F},

J(@2(60() - 6(3)?
(1= /UU Via. d(a, y))d(a, y) M)

<o / F@)2 () — () 2ol y) plda) u(dy)
Uy xUs

< 2, /U  Uaela) ~ F)ew)(e(w) ~ ow) () pldx)u(dy)
o [ @ (f@) - )P ) nldoldy)

2

For all z,y € (M x M)\ (U x Us), since either ¢(x) = 0 or p(y) = 0, we have (f(x)*p(z) —
>

F@)*eW)(e(x) — ¢(y)) > 0. Hence, using [Z2F), we get

b <2a08(Pep) < 2 [ P (2.29)
Uy

Moreover, by Proposition 27 since p? < k2¢? and ¢ = 0 in U{, we have

372 2
peat-o [ ((x) di (= 3) d(f; (Z))L u(deyu(dy)
(

T 2
<o [ E”(”)) LU doutay). (2.30)

On the other hand, since ¢ is a cutoff function for Uy € Uy, by Lemma [2.6] it holds that

J(@2(0(x) - d(y)?
“‘S)/Uw Ve, d(w, g))d(, y) M)

<=9 [ 16 [ o g )

p(dy)
(=9 /mf (@) /B@,r)c V(a, (e, 9))d(z, )7 ")

Bs(1 — B
: W U1 frdn < CBBﬁs rﬁj)/ fhdp (2.31)

Combining (229), (Z30)) and [Z31)), we arrive at the desired result. O

IN
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3 Robust function inequalities under rTJs(s) and rECs(s)

We begin with a standard covering lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For any k > 1, there exists Ng = No(k) € N such that for each r > 0, there exists an
open covering {B(z;, )}, of M satisfying

[eS)
Z 1B(zi,kr) < NO on M. (31)
i=1

Proof. By the Vitali covering lemma, there exists a collection {B(z;,r/5)}72, of pairwise disjoint
open balls in M such that M = U$®, B(z;,r). Suppose that y € M is in N of the balls B(z;, kr) (N
may be infinite). Then B(y, (k+1)r) contains at least N balls B(z;,r). By[VD*, when y € B(z;, kr),
we have V(z;,r) > 1V (y, (k + 1)r). It follows that

Viy,(k+1)r)= > V(zi,r) = aNV(y, (k+1)r).
1:y€B(z;,kr)

This leads to the conclusion that N < 1/¢1, establishing (B.1]). O

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that t1TJg(s) holds. There exists C > 1 independent of s such that for
all zo € M, r € (0, Ro) and f € L*(B(zo,7)),

/ (f(2) — ()2 (da. dy)
B(zo,r)xB(xo,r)

. (f(z) = f(y))?
=ca )/B(xo,r)xB(a:o,r) V(x7d(x7y))d(x,y)ﬁs

Proof. Let B = B(xg,r) be an open ball in M with r € (0, Ryp) and f: B — R. For all z,y € B
and z € B(y,d(z,y)/2), we have

p(dx)p(dy).

%d(:ﬂ,z) <d(z,y) <2d(z,z) and d(z,y) > 2d(y,z). (3.2)

Using 3.2)), VD¥ Fubini’s theorem and the symmetry of J in the second inequality below, and
r'TJg(s) in the third, we obtain

/B (@) = ) )
.%' — ya 2 — ya 2
- / / )= FEP+ (W) = 1P 1 o)
BxB J B(y,d(z,y)/2)

V(y,d(z,y)/2)

(f(x) = f(2)? . Nl ds
SCl/BxB V(z,d(z,2)) /B\B(x,2d(x,z)/3) I, dy)p(dw)uldz)

+2/B><B V(y,d(y, 2)) /B\B(y il J(y, dx)p(dy)p(dz)

x z 2
<ah0-0) [ e it )
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Proposition 3.3. Suppose that t1TJg(s) and rECg(s) hold. There exists C > 1 independent of s
such that

CTIEN ) S &) S CEL, ) for all f € LA(M).
Proof. Let Ky > 1 be the constant in rECg(s). Set r := 1 A (Ry/(3Kp)). By Lemma B there
exist Nog = No(Kp) € N and an open covering {B(z;,r)}°, of M such that
> 1 2mor < No on M. (3.3)
i=1

Let f € L?(M). Since {B(z;,7)}22, is an open covering, we have

& (4, 1) <§j / (2) — F(9)2 (s ) dy)a( ). (3.4)

(z,,r)XM

By Proposition 2Z7/(i), rECs(s) and ([B.3), we see that

Z/ r)x B(z:,2r) (f(@) = F))* s (2, y)p(dy) p(dz)

<o Z / (f(&) = F(y))2I (e, dy) < c2NoE(f, ). (3.5)

B(zi,2Kor)x B(z;,2Kor)

On the other hand, using the Cauchy inequality and Fubini’s theorem in the first inequality below,
B3) and the symmetry of Js in the second, and Corollary 2.8 in the third, we get

Z /B(zz, x B(z;,2r)¢ (f(z) = f(y))2JS(x7y)M(dy)M(dx)
< 22/(%#
+2/ [y Z/ (e \Blyr) y, ) p(dx)pu(dy)

/ Ty, y)u(dy) p(d)
B(z,r)c

< 4N, / f(@)u(dz) sup Jo(z ) uldy)
2€M J B(z,r)c
< eaNo(1 —s)r™ 68Hf|!2 < caNo(1 = s)r?| f113. (3.6)

Combining (34)), (BH) and [B.6), we arrive at E5(f, f) < e3&1(f, f). Similarly, using rTJg(s) and
Proposition in place of Corollary L8 and rECg(s) respectively and repeating the preceding

argument, we can establish E(f, f) < ca&7 (f, f). ]

Corollary 3.4. Suppose that rTJ3(s) and rECg(s) hold. Then Fp = F}, for any open set D C M.
In particular, F = F* = WPs/22 gnd (€, F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L*(M).

Proof. Let f € F}. Since (€%, F}) is regular, there exists a £7-Cauchy sequence (fy)p>1 in
C.(D) N F* converging to f in &-norm. By Proposition B3 (f,)n>1 is a £1-Cauchy sequence
in C.(D) that converges to f in £ -norm. Hence, we get f € Fp, implying that F}, C Fp.
Similarly, we can deduce that Fp C F7. Hence, Fp = F;. Now by letting D = M, we obtain
F = F5 =WP5s/22_ Since F is non-empty, (£, F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(M). O

By Propositions 221T] and 2Z14] and Corollary B4 we get the next proposition.
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Proposition 3.5. If1TJg(s) and tECg(s) hold, then (£, F) satisfies t1FKg(s) and rPIg(s).

In the remainder of this section, we establish rCSg(s) for (€, F) under rTJg(s) and rECg(s).
The verification of rCSg(s) is challenging since we cannot generally expect a pointwise bound for
the integral [,,(¢(z) — ¢(y))?J(dz,dy) that appears in rCSg(s). Note that rECs(s) allows us to
compare double integrals only, and the constant Ky in rECg(s) can be strictly larger than 1. To
address these issues, we use a covering argument to manage the constant Ky and take advantage of
the fact that the cutoff ¢ € F* used in rCSs(s) for (€%, F?) is almost radial.

We begin with the next lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that r'TJg(s) and rECg(s) hold. There exists C > 0 independent of s such
that for all zo € M, R >0, r € (0,Rg/2) and f € L?>(B(xo, R + 7)),

(@) - f@))?
-9 /BW)XMM Ve, (. g))d(, g )
_ 2 7(dx 1-s 2
< c( / e () = ) )+ / e, dﬂ) (3.7

and

/ () — F(u))2 T (der, dy)
B(zo,R)xB(zo,R)

(f(z) = f(y))? 1—s 2
: C<(1 =) /B(mo,RJrr)xB(mo,RJrr) V(z,d(z,y))d(z, y)’ uld)uldy) + =55 /B(:vo,R) / du>'
(3.9)

Proof. Let Ky > 1 be constant in rECg(s). Set
Ey :={(z,y) € B(xo,R) X B(zo,R) : d(x,y) <r/(4Ky)}

and Fy := (B(zo,R) X B(xo,R)) \ E1. By Lemma B] there exist Ny € N and an open covering
{B(z,r/(4Ky))}2, of M such that

Z]‘B(ziﬂ"/?) < NQ on M. (39)
1=1

Since {B(z;,r/(4Kp))};2, is an open covering of M, we have

-0 [ Gl T st

)d(z, )P "
i UEEO
= i:B(zi,r/(4KoZ)):ﬂB(mo,R)7é(i) /B(zi,r/(ﬂ(o)) /B(:v,r/(4K0)) V(x,d(x,y))d(x,y)ﬁs uldy)p(d)
., CE)
= ) Z /B(zz',r/(QKo))XB(Zi,r/(ZKo)) V(w,d(m,y))d(m,y)ﬁs ulde)p(dy).

1:z;€B(xo,R+71/4)
Hence, applying rECs(s) and using ([39), we get
(1 o 8)/ (f(.%') B f(y))2
FE1 V(.%', d(.%', y))d(x, y)ﬁs

<c Z

i:2;€B(z0,R+r/2)

<ol / (F() = F())2T (dx, dy). (3.10)
B(zo,R+7)xB(xo,R+T)

p(dx) p(dy)

/ (f(2) — F())2] (da dy)
B(zi,r/2)xB(zi,r/2)
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On the other hand, since V(x,d(x,)) < V(y,d(x,y)) for all z,y € M by VD¥, using Lemma 2.6]

we obtain

. (f(=) = f(y)* .
=9 [, T do e gy
. e p(dy)
< el )/B(mo,R) 1) /]3(5’«“77’/(41(0))C V(z,d(zx,y))d(z,y)Ps
c3(1 —s) 2 c3(1 — s)(4Ko)? 2
= Bs(r/4Ko))” /B(xo,R) S S T g /B(xo,R) T o

Combining BI0) with (BII), we deduce that ([3.7) holds.
Similarly, following the arguments for ([3.7)) and using Proposition B.2] we obtain (B.8]). O

p(dz)

Note that, by Corollary B4] F=Fand Fp = fbs

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that rTJg(s) and rECg(s) hold. There exist Cy,Coy > 0 independent of s
such that the following holds: Let xo € M and R,r > 0 be such that R + 2r < Ry. There exists a
cutoff function ¢ € F for B(xg, R) @ B(xo, R+ 1) such that for all f € Fp,

/ F(@)2(6(x) — 6(y))> T (dx, dy)
(zo,R+2r)

B (f(z) = f(y))?
= Cl(l ) /B(zo,R+2r)><B(a:o,R+2r) V(wv d(xv y))d(w, y)ﬁs

. 2 2 2
U@ sy g [ P

p(da)p(dy)

+ 2 /
B(zo,R+2r)xB(xo,R+2r)

Proof. Define U, := B(xg, R+ar) for a > 0. By Proposition 2-I8] since F* = F and F5 = F, there
exist constants c1,co > 0 independent of s,xg, R and 7, and a cutoff function ¢ € F for Uy €@ Uy
such that for all f € F,

[ (@)2(6(x) - 6(3)?
“‘S)/UMM Vw, da,y))d(z, g)7° " A0HW)

o2/ (x) - [())? o [ o
SCI“‘S)/UM Ve, (e, g)dlz, )" (dx)“(dy”rﬁs/af ap- (3.12)

Since ¢ is a cutoff function for Uy € Uy, using r'TJg(s), we get that for all f € F ;

/ F@)2(¢(x) = ¢(y))* T (d, dy) = / f(@)?¢(x)* I (dz, dy)
U xUS UaxUS

c3(1 —s)

— f2dp. (3.13)

Ui

f (@) (z, B(z, 7)) u(de) <
)
Besides, using Lemma B.6] (with R replaced by R + 2r), since ¢? < 1, we see that
| @Rt - o) (ds.dy)
U2><U2

<2 (@)~ F)6W) + 0 (F() — F(a)?) Jido.dy)
Uy xUs

(F(@)(@) — F)d())? s1-s) [
94“‘5)/(% V (e, (e 5))d(, y)* S

b2 (1) - f@)P I dy) (314
Uy xUs

p(dz)p(dy) +
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Applying (3I2) and using ¢? < 1, we get

B ((@)o(x) — Fu)om))?
S )/M V(e d(a, 7))d(z, )"

p(dx)p(dy)

X 2 X) — 2
<oy [ U0 - LD IO,y
<oat=0) [ G e ) [,
+2(1—s)/U . V(Qf ;(gj y)‘)’l;(yi) S (do)n(dy). (3.15)

By VDH V (x,d(x,y)) < V(y,d(z,y)) for all z,y € M. Using this and the fact that ¢ = 0 in U{ in
the first inequality below, ¢? < 1 in the second and Lemma in the third, we obtain

(f(@)é(x) = f(W)ow))*

=) [ o onennsy Vo dla gy

< co(1—s) /U s T ﬁ((xfz()ﬁ)(g()j (o)

< o1 —s) /U Sy / s T d(%%zﬁ(%y)ﬁsu(dm)

< % 3 Py (3.16)
Combining (I3), @I4), BI5) and EIA), we arrive at the result. 0

The proof of the next proposition is motivated by [29, Lemma 2.9] and [2I, Proposition 2.4|.
However, unlike in [29] 21], since we do not assume the existence and pointwise estimates for the
density of the jump kernel J(dx, dy), non-trivial modifications are required.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that rTJg(s) and rECg(s) hold. Then (£, F) satisfies rCSa(s).

Proof. Let 29 € M and R,r > 0 be such that R + 2r < Ry. Write U, := B(xo, R+ ar) for a > 0.
Fix € > 0. Let A = A\(¢) > 0 be a constant to be determined later. Define o := 1 — e~ 5,

n
ay, = COB_A(n_l)/B and b, = Z A, n > 1.

Note that lim,, ,s b, = 1. By Lemma[3.7] there exist constants C, Cy > 0 independent of s, zg, R, r
and A such that for each n > 1, there exists a cutoff function ¢, € F for Uy, _q,., € Uy, so that

for all f € Fs,

/ F@2 () — du(y))? T (de, dy)
Uy M

n+1><

) — 2
< Cl(l - 5) /;]b +1><Ub » V(;;fcg(m?’y){cg:(l/‘z_’)y)ﬁs M(dw),u(dy)
9 Czes)\n )
=3 o U@y / _ fin (3.17)
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Define
i —A(n—1) _ An)gbn

Then ¢ < Z;’ozl(e_“"_l) —e)=1in M, ¢ =0 in U{ and for every k > 0,

[e.e]

b > Z o~ An—1) fAn)qsn _ Z (e*)\(nfl) _ e’)‘") —e M on Uy, - (3.18)

n=k+1 n=k+1

In particular, ¢ is a cutoff function for Uy € U;. Further, for each n > 1, applying (BI7) with
f =1, we get

esAn
om0 <2 [ (0n(s) — onlo) I (drsdy) < PHOUE,

UanM

Using this, since ¢2 < 1 and s < 1, we get that for all N,k > 1,

N+k N+k 1/2
51( Z (—An 1) _ —An ), Z —A(n 1) —An)%)

n=N+1 n=N+1

N+k 0 s\n 1/2
Cop(U
< Y (@D e (b )2 < Y eA(nl)(MJr M(U2)>

B
n=N+1 n=N+1 (COT) s

C 1/2 oo (U )1/2 C 1/2
A 1/2 2 —an/2 _ € Y2 2 —AN/2
< eullh) <<cor>6s“> 2 A1 <<cor>6s“> o

Thus, (Zk, (e~ A1) e M) )i>1 is a £1-Cauchy sequence, implying ¢ € F.

n=1

Now, we show that ¢ satisfies ([8). Let f € F,. Observe that
| 5P - o), dy)
Usax M

=20 -17) Y e / F(@)2(bn(2) = 6n () (bm () — b (y))J (dz, dy)
n=1m=n+2 U2 xM

+2( - 1)y e /U ; F@)*(dn(@) = dn () (Snr1(2) = bt (y))J (dz, dy)

T /U @R (6ala) = a0 dy)

For n > 1 and m > n + 2, we see that (¢, (z) — ¢n(y))(dm(z) — ém(y)) # 0 only if x € U, and
yeU ,orxelUy  andy€ U, Thus, forany n>1andm >n+2, (¢n(2) = ¢n(y))(dm(z) —
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dm(y)) # 0 only if d(x,y) > an17. Using this property and rTJg(s), we obtain

I <2(e) —1) Z Z _)‘("+m)/ f(@)*J(x, B(x, apny17)°)pu(dr)

n=1m=n+2
(1—3 et —1)? Z Z e~ Antm—sn) [ p2q,
C()T' 55 n=1m=n+2 Uz
e — 1
cale S5 S o [ pan
C Tﬁs n=1m=n-+2
01 et — 1 “n 9 c1 9
= f dp = frdp.
eAcﬁrﬁs Z ekcgrﬁs Us

F(@)2(bu(@) — bu(y)) I (da, dy) = / @) o)

By the Cauchy inequality, I < 2I3. For each n, since ¢, =0 in Uy , by r'TJs(s),
(UQ\Ubn+1)XUbn

/(U2\Ub
ca(1 — 5)es"

< /UQ\Ub f(z)?J(z, B(z, ani7))u(dz) < 2 L, P2y

n+1

n+1)><M

Further, applying Lemma with R replaced by R + b, and r by a,or, we see that

(@)~ F@)?
4= /U .., V@ d,)da )™

p(dx)p(dy)

 g)en D)
caf G- )y + ST

n+2 XUbn+2

Combining BI7), (3:20) and B21I)), we deduce that for all n > 1,

Us

/ @2 () — du(y))? T (de, dy)
Usgx M

es)\(nJrl)
<o [ U )+ T [ P

n+2

Therefore, we obtain

h<a@ -1y e | (f (@) — ()2 (da, dy)

n=1 Ubn+2 X Ubn+2

—(2—s)An
+ cgeMet —1)2 Z / fPdu

“(cor)Bs
n=1 0

=: 13,1 + 13,2.

Note that

caeMer —1)2 & cieMe — 1
1-32_ 4 ( ) Zef)\n f2d,u— 4 ( ) deIU,
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For I3 1, we have

A 1)2 G —2A\n . 2
I Se(@ - 173 /U @)= 10y

oo n+2
pa@-pry S e | (F@) = 7 )2 (do, dy)
n=1k=1 (Up \Ubjo_1 )xUb, 4

Since ¢ = 1 in Uy, it holds that

Iy <@ 1Py /U o(2)*(f (2) — F(y))2] (da, dy)

o
- /U O~ 1) dy). (3.2)
Moreover, by (BI8), we have
.
O DI M / v yeas, PO~ S )
<@ -3 / s e, @) = S ) 3
T o SR
e ) = ) e ) 3:25)

Since Iy < 213, by (322), B23), (324) and (3:25), we deduce that

3ca(e? —1)ef 9 9 3cger (et — 1) 9
Bty S [ P - S ey + 2T [
Combining this with (BI9), we arrive at
| rap(et) - o), dy)
Usgx M
3cy(ed — 1)ef 9 B 9 c1 + 3cget (e — 1) 9
PG [, AP U@ — S0 ey + D [

Note that lim, 0 3cq(e® —1)e5/(e? +1) = 0. By choosing A such that 3cs(e —1)e8*/(e* +1) =&,
we conclude that (L)) holds. The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem The result follows from Corollary B.4] and Propositions and O
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4 [*-mean value inequality for (£, F)

In Sections @ and [, we assume that (€, F) is a pure-jump type regular Dirichlet form on L?(M) with
the representation (IL3). In this section, we establish the L2-mean value inequality for subsolutions
associated with (£, F) (Proposition L5]). We mainly follow the strategy of [2I] Section 4].

The next lemma follows from [29, Lemma 3.2(i)].

Lemma 4.1. Let D C M be a non-empty bounded open set and F : R — R be a twice differentiable
function such that F" > 0 and supg |F'| + supg F" < oo. Suppose that u € F° is locally bounded
in D and satisfies (L3). Then for any 0 < ¢ € FNC(D), E(F ou,d) and E(u, (F' ou)p) are
absolutely convergent and

E(Fou,¢) < E(u, (F' ou)). (4.1)

We establish a robust version of Caccioppoli-type inequality. Note that a non-robust version
was previously established in |21 Lemma 4.6].
Recall that the nonlocal tail 7 (u, Dy, D2) of w is defined as (LI0I).

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that rTJ3(s) and rCSg(s) hold. There exists C > 0 independent of s such
that the following holds: For any xqg € M and R,r > 0 satisfying R+ 2r < Ry, there exists a cutoff
function ¢ € F for B(xg, R) @ B(xg, R+r) such that if u is bounded in B(xo, R+2r) and —Lu < f
in B(xo, R+2r) for f € L>®(B(xo, R+2r)), then for all g > 0 and 6; > 90+Tﬁ8‘|f+||Loo(B(1.O7R+2T)),

/ (6(x) (ux) — 1)1 — S)(uly) — 01)1) 2 (dx, dy)
B(xo,R+2r)x M

C 18T (uy,B(xo, R+ 1), B(xg, R+ 2r)¢
r 01 — 6y B(zo,R+2r)

Proof. Define U, := B(zg,R + ar) for a > 0. Let ¢ € F be a cutoff function for Uy € U
satisfying (L6 with € = 1/8. Denote T':= T (uy,U1,US), v := (u—01)+ and w := (u—6p)+. Since
u € .7-"%}’20 N L>°(Usy), we have v € .Fllj‘zc N L*>(Us). Hence, there exists v € Fp, such that v = v in Uy.
By [27, Theorem 1.4.2], v¢? = v¢? € Fy, N L>=(M). Since —Lu < f in Uy, we obtain

<

/ fod?dp > E(u,v9?) = / (u(x) — u(y))(v(@)d(z)* = v(y)d(y)*)J (dz, dy)
Uy Uz xU2

=1 + L. (4.2)
For all z € Uy, if u(x) < 6y, then f(z)v(x)¢(x)? =0 and if u(z) > 61, then
F@(@)p(x)? < || f4llpoe@mv(@) <7701 — o) (u(x) — 61) < r~Pow(x)?,
Thus, f(z)v(x)p(z)? < r~P5w(x)? for all x € Uy, implying that

1
fodldu < %/ wrdp. (4.3)
Uy r Uy

For I, following the argument in [21], p.36], we get

2 Us xUs

I > l/ ¢(2)*(v(z) — v(y))*J (dz, dy) — 2/ v(@)*(6(x) — ¢(y))*J (dz,dy).  (4.4)
UsxUs
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For Iy, we note that for all z € Uy and y € Us, if u(x) > u(y) or u(x) < 60, then (u(x) —
u(y))v(x)é(x)? > 0, and if u(y) > u(z) > 61, then

B 01 — 6y
Consequently, it holds that
w(z)? 2T
-2 [ MO e pan) >~ [ (45)
vy 6 — 0o Jug 01— 0o Ju,
Combining ([42]), [@3]), (£4) and ([43), we obtain
1 2 _ 2
5 ¢(z)"(v(z) —v(y))"J(dz, dy)
UsxUs
<2 @) - o) dndy) + (g ) [ wtan @)
UsxUs r 91 - 90 U,

By the symmetry of J, since ¢ = 0 in Ug, we have
1
5 (0(e) = o) o)
2 2
=3 /U o v(2)*((x) = ¢(y))*J(dw, dy) + 5 / o(z)?(v(z) — v(y))2J (dz, dy).

U2 ><U2

Using this in the first inequality below, (L) (with f = v and € = 1/8) in the second, and (£0) and
v? < w? in the last, we arrive at

1
5[, (@) o) (.
2 2
<9 /UQXMU(OU)Q(¢(36) — ¢(y))*J (dz, dy) + 9 /UQXU2 é(2)2(v(z) — v(y))2J (d, dy)

1 c
<3 /U - ¢(a)?(v(x) — v(y))*J (dw, dy) + 771 /U 2 v2dp — 2 /U 2 o(2)?(p(x) — d(y))2J (dz, dy)

XM
a+1 2T )
< d.
_< T‘ﬁs +91—90>/UQU} H

The proof is complete. O

The proof of the next lemma is originally due to [28, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that t1TJg(s), tFKg(s) and rCSg(s) hold. There exists C > 0 independent of
s such that the following holds: Let g € M and 0 < r < R be such that R+ 2r < Ry/2. Suppose
that w is bounded in B(xo, R+ 2r) and —Lu < f in B(xo, R+ 2r) for f € L>(B(xo, R+ 2r)). For
given 0o > 0 and 01 > 0o + 77| f || Loo (B, R42r))» define

Iy := / (u—00)%dy and Ty := / (u— 01)% dp.
B(wo,R+2r) B(zo,R)
Then we have

Il S Iol+68/a

CRP 1 N T (uy, B(zg, R+ 1), B(xg, R + 21)°)
((91 — HQ)QBS/O‘V(m'Q, R+ 27“)68/0‘ rBs 01— 6y
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Proof. Write U, := B(zg,R + ar) for a > 0. Denote w := (u — 0y)4+, v := (v — 61)4+ and
T :=T(uy,Ur,US). By Lemma 2] there exists a cutoff function ¢ for Uy € U; such that

2 c 18T
[ ente) - st azan < (54 55 ) ()
Let
E={zcU :vx)>0={xcU:u(z)>0}.

If p(E) = 0, then Z; = 0 and the desired inequality is evident. Suppose that u(E) > 0. By the
outer regularity of u, there is an open set D such that £ C D C Uy and u(D) < 2u(FE). By the
Markov’s inequality, it follows that

u(D) < 2u(E) <2 [ @) =00 gy < 20 (45)

g (61— 00)? (61 — 60)*
Since ¢v € Fp and (&, F) satisfies tIFKg(s) (with Ky > 1), we have

lévl3 (M)ﬂs/a
’ wu(D)

<o ((33)65 / (6a)ole) — o(y)o(y) T (de. dy) + Hmu%).
B(IQ,K2R+2K2T)XB(IQ,K2R+2K2T)

Thus, since ¢ = 0 in Uf, using the symmetry of J, (1) and r'TJg(s), we obtain

5 (V(xo, R+ 2r) Bs/o
6ol (W)

<R [ (@) - o) o)
Us xUs
+260) [ owPole) [ I diuto) + lovl]

18T
<[ r (S B3 opee [ g / I, dy)u(da) + 6ol
01 — 6o Uy B(z,r)°

18T 1-— 1
<ot |( Ly BT Ng (U)LY 5] (4.9)
01 (90 7“6

Since ¢ = 1 in Uy and (]521)2 < w?, we have

fi= [ ddu< ovl} < %o (4.10)

Uo

Combining (48], (@3] and (ZI0), we arrive at

Bs/a
9 _ oB. pfs wu(D) o 18T c3(l—s)+1 9
= H(bUHQ s 3l (V(mo,R + 27’) rBs + 91 — 90 ZO * rBs H(bUHQ

o Bslarc 4 ea+1 18T
< 3%¢o RO 7,
- = <(91 —90)2V($0,R+2T)> |: rBs + 91 —90 0
_ 28/36 ¢y RPS cp+es+1 18T il
- (91 - 90)265/0“/(560, R+ 27“)65/0‘ rhs 01 — by

We recall the following elementary iteration lemma from |21 Lemma 4.9].
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Lemma 4.4. Let (an)n>0 be a sequence of positive real numbers such that for all n >0,
apt1 < Cobna111+€,

for some constants e >0, b > 1 and ¢y > 0. If ag < Cal/e b_1/52, then lim, s an, = 0.
We now establish the L?-mean value inequality for subsolutions.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that t1TJg(s), rFKz(s) and rCSg(s) hold. There exists C > 0 indepen-
dent of s such that the following holds: Let xo € M and 0 < R < Ry/2. Suppose that u is bounded
in B(xo, R) and —Lu < f in B(xg, R) for f € L>®(B(xo,R)). Then for all 6 > 0 and q € [0, 5], it
holds that

esssup u < C
B(zo,R/2)

a/(2Ps) 12 5
<1+5> /74 0T+ R7| f+l Lo (Bao, ) | »

where
7 udp,
V('I(]a R) B(zo,R)

q c
Tq = Tq(u, o, R) := sup { ¢ T(U‘L’B(x(}é:)’ﬁf(xo’r +a)°)

7 =7Z(u,z0,R) :=

re[R/2,R], ac (0,R/8]}.
(4.11)

Proof. Fix 6 > 0 and q € [0, 5]. Set v := s/« and let 6 > RﬁSHerHLOO(B(xO,R)) be a constant to
be determined later. For n > 0, define

1 —n - —JjBs
rm=g1+27R, 6 =) 27979 and an:/ (u = On)% dp.

j=0 B(zo,rn)

For all n > 0, we have

Opi1 — O = 27 (DB 5 9= FVBS RBS| £ 1) B mY) > (P — T )P | f | Lo (B (o)) -

Applying Lemma 3] (with R = 7,41, 7 = (rp, — 7n41)/2, 61 = 0,41 and 6y = 6,,) and using VD] we
get that for all n > 0,

Bs

(Ons1 — On) 2V (w0, 70 )"
|: 2[33 T(’I,L+, B(x07 (Tn + rn+1)/2)7 B(x07 Tn)c):| 1+v
X + a,,
(Tn - 7nn—f—l)ﬁs Hn-‘,-l - an
Bs s _Bs
- C1Tph [ 28 N RI-B T ]a1+u
T (Ongr = 00)2V (20, R/2)" [(rn — tng1)P* (Onga = 0n)((rn — 1) /2)1
_ Q2vat2vfs(ntl) o) phs [ 9Bs(n+3) N 253(n+1)+q(n+3)7:1 R
- HQVV(:UO, R)¥ RBs ORPs "
22ua+2uﬁs+3ﬁs+3q02

Apt1 <

7_
< ’q 2(21/[334’684’(])11 1+l/. 4.12
= 0%V(zo,R)” [ 0 ] n (4.12)

Without loss of generality, we assume ¢y > 1. Set b := 22/#st8sta ¢y .= 92vat2vBs+3Bs+3q.,)

1/v 1/v2 —1\1/v 1/2
cy b 146 a s
0 — ( 3 ( ) °> + 0Ty + B\ f1 || 1o (B(xo,R)

V(x(]a R)
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and

C3 ’Tq
= |1+ —.
“ 92”V($0,R)”[ " 9]
By @I2), ans1 < cob™a:t” for all n > 0. Moreover, it holds that
2 —-1\1/v —-1\1/v
co_l/yb_l/y2 _ cgl/yb_l/y2 0°V (xg, R) > (1+4671) Y ag > (1+4671) Y ag
R A R A L (R O

= ap-.

Thus, by Lemma L4}, we obtain lim, oo a, = 0 which implies esssup g, p/o)u < D72, 2-iBsy —
2059 /(205 — 1). Since ag < Z?V (g, R), by the definition of 8, we arrive at

esssup u
B(zo,R/2)

28

S 9B 1

1
{(2“”5*36"/ ot GO (1 5L 6T 4 B Ll o . |

Corollary 4.6. Suppose that 1'TJg(s), rFKg(s) and rCSg(s) hold. There exists C > 0 independent
of s such that the following holds: Let xy € M and 0 < R < Ry/2. Suppose that u is bounded in
B(zo, R) and —Lu < f in B(zg, R) for f € L®(B(xg, R)). Then for all q € [0, /],

esssup u < C [T/ (T T 200 4 B £ e (o | (4.13)
B(zo,R/2)

where I and Ty are defined as [EI1)). Additionally, if uy is bounded in M, then

a/(a+2s)
esssup u < C [2253/(a+2ﬁs) <I VA(l—s) esssup u+>

" Rﬁsuhnmmxoﬂ))} (4.14)
B(Z’O,R/2) B(1'07R/2)c

where A > 0 is the constant in 1TJg(s).

Proof. Set v/ :=28s/(a+ 28s). For q € [0, 8], applying Proposition L5 with § = (I/Tq)”/, we get
that

ovmp w < (1 57PN+ 6T, + RNt )
Zo,

, 204/(255)1—}—1—1/7;1_1/ iféd>1,
< R follLoo(Bwo,r)) T €1

9a/(28s) (7;/1)1/04/(253)14_1'1/7;171/ ifs <1
< 1R 1| oo (Blao,m)) + 24/ 35%0) 4 1)e1 77 (Z v T)

This proves (13). For ([L14), we assume that K := esssupp(y, r/2)c u+ < o0 and take ¢ = 8s. By
r'TJg(s), for all r € [R/2, R] and a € (0, R/8], we have

a®*T(uy, B(zo,r), B(zo,r 4 a)¢) < Ka’*  sup / J(z,dy) < A1 —s)K.
z€B(xo,r) J B(z,a)°

Thus, 7ss < A(1 — s)K. From ([@I3), we conclude that (£I4]) holds. O
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5 Regularity estimates for (£, F)

In this section, we continue to assume that (€, F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(M) with the
representation (L3]). The goal of this section is to establish a weak elliptic Harnack inequality
(Proposition [0 and elliptic Holder regularity for (£, F) (Corollary 7). For this, we mainly
follow the framework of [18].

5.1 1TJg(s) + rFKz(s) + rCSs(s) + rPIg(s) = rWEHIg(s)

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that 1Plg(s) holds with K. There exists C > 0 independent of s such that
the following holds: Let xo € M, R € (0,Ry) and r € (0,R/(2K1)). Suppose that u is bounded,
non-negative and —Lu > f in B(xg, R) for f € L*°(B(xo, R)). For given a,h >0 and b > 1, let

h
ot ] Alogb.
hly

v =v(u,a,h,b) := [log ”

Then we have

/ (’U - 5B(aco,r))2 dp
B(zo,r)

88 T (u_, B(xo,2K17), B(xo, R)°) + Tﬁs”f—HLoo(B(mo,R))>
- .

< CV(xzg,r) (1 +

Proof. Following the proof of |20, Proposition 4.13] and noting that the constants appearing in
the proof are independent of s, we obtain the result. O

Using Lemma [5.] one can follow the proof of [I8 Lemma 3.3] with careful considerations of
constants and obtain

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that 1Plg(s) holds with K. There exists C > 0 independent of s such that
the following holds: Let xg € M, R € (0,Rp) and r € (0, R/(4K1)). Suppose that u is bounded,
non-negative and —Lu > f in B(xg, R) for f € L>®(B(xo, R)). If there exist a > 0 and § € (0,1)
satisfying

w(B(zo,r) N{u < a}) <6V (xg,r), (5.1)
then for all € € (0,1),

CV (xg,2r)

1% <B(.%'0, QT) N {u S ea — rﬁs(T(’LL_, B(.%'O,4K1T), B(.%'O’ R)C) + Hf_”Loo(B(me)))}) S m

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that rTJg(s), rFK3(s), rCSg(s) and rPlg(s) hold with K. Let xg € M, R €
(0,Rp) and r € (0,R/(4K)). Suppose that u is bounded, non-negative and —Lu > f in B(xg, R)
for f € L>®(B(zg, R)). If 1) holds for a > 0 and § € (0,1), then there exists eg = ¢(d) € (0,1)
depending on & but independent of s,xq, R,r, f,u and a such that

%s(s ingu > gpa — rP° (T (u—, B(wo,4K17), B(xo, R)®) + ||/~ || oo (B(x0,R))) - (5.2)
zo,r

Proof. Define B; := B(xg,l) for I > 0. Set

h = 1P (T (u_, B(zo,4K17), B(z0, R)%) + | f-|| 1o (Br))-
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Let £k > 0 be a constant to be determined later and F' : R — R be a twice differentiable function
with the following properties:

F' <0, F">0, sup|F'(t)]+supF"(t) < o, (5.3)
teR teR
1 k 10¢ k
F(t):T for allt>—§ and  F(t) S_ﬁ for alltg—i. (5.4)

t
Since —Lu > f in Br and (F’ ou) <0, by Lemma [Z1] for any 0 < ¢ € F N C.(BRr),
E(Fou,¢) < E(u,(F ou)p) < ((F ou)fg),

that is, —L(F ou) < (F' ou)f in Bg. Applying [@I3) to F o u, since v > 0 in B,, we obtain

(essBinfu + k> =esssup Flou < ¢ [Z”“ (ZV Tpe) ™70 + (27)%%||[(F' o w) fli Il Br) > (5:5)
r B

where

- 1 o 1/2
re (wxo,zr) /BJF ) d") |
The 1= sup {bﬁsT((F ou)s, B(xo,1), B(xo,l +b)°) 11 € [r,2r], be (0,7"/4]}

and vy = 28s9/(a + 2Bsg). Since u > 0 in Bg, we have —F' ou = (u + k)"2 < k72 and
Fou=(u+k)"' <k !in Bp. Hence, Z < k™! and

@) [(F" o u) flllno By < 277"k 2| =l poe () < 2°RE2. (5.6)

Let [ € [r,2r] and b € (0,7/4]. For all x € By, using the fact that v > 0 in Bg and r'TJg(s), we
obtain

Bs v . Bs J(z,dy) | 10
ve [ Fm)aedn <o [ o

u_(y)J(x,dy >
e nfus—k/2y uly) +k K /Blﬁrbm{ugkﬁ} )7 (@, dy)

4+
(2 Tdy) + 33 [ ) o)
kB, n{us—k/2} k2 JBenfus—k/2}

p 10 2A(1—s) 10h
<ps(Z J(z,dy) + =T (u_, Bop, BS) | < 22— 80 20
- (k /B(m,b)c () + 3 T (s B R)> G

Thus, since Z < k™1, we get

1+2A 10h
IV T <

<=+ (5.7)

Let € € (0,1) be a constant whose exact value to be also determined later. Since u > 0 in By, by
Lemma [5.2] we have

21 / p(dz) 1 / p(dz)
V(xO’ 2T) Barn{u>ea—h} (u(x) + k)Q V(xO’ 2T) Barn{u<ea—h} (u(x) + k)Q
w(Bar N{u < ea — h}) - 1 o

= (Ea—hy 7 PV 2] (a—hy +hP  RA-ologe )
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Combining (53), (&8), (57) and (58), and using the inequality (a + b)~! > (a=! A b71)/2 for
a,b > 0, we obtain

1 -1
essinfu > — <I”°(I V Tps) 70 + QBhk_z) —k

B, C1
1| k2 1 ¢ /21 4o 10R\ 0!
> — | A + S B —k
2c1 | 28h ((ea —h)y + k)2 k2(1 —0)|loge| k k2
2 1 1 /271 p\!
>y | A 4 —k 5.9
—C?’[h (et eaomeea)  (e) | " o

where ¢3 € (0,1) is a constant independent of s, zg, R, 7, f,u and a.
Now, we let vy := (2v0/272¢3)1/"0 € (0,1), and take

1
£ =eX —_— and k = vea.
p< (1 —6)) !

Set g := 27 legye. If h > gga, then since essinfp u > 0, (B.2) holds. Assume that h < gga. Then
c3k?/h = 2egak/h > 2k. Moreover, since h < k < ea, we have

1 1 —vp/2 1 h vo—1
c3<<<ea— R+ k2 R(1— 6>|1oge|> (E i ﬁ)

kQ 1 —1/()/2 h 1/()—1
= csk 1+—
¢ ((aa—hw)”(l—a)uoge\) < +k>

D) —vp/2

Consequently, we deduce from (B.9) that essinfp, u > 2k — k = k > gpa, proving that (5.2) holds.
The proof is complete. O

We recall a Krylov-Safonov type covering lemma from [I8, Lemma 3.8], which is originally due
to [41l Lemma 7.2].

Lemma 5.4. Let z9 € M and r > 0. For a measurable set E C B(xg,r) and € € (0,1), define

[E]: = U {B(m,BZ) N B(zg,r) : @ € B(xg,r) and K (5.10)

1e(0,r)
Then we have either (1) [E]. = B(zo,7) or (2) p([E]e) > e tu(E).

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that rTJs(s), tFKg(s), 1CSs(s) and rPlg(s) hold with K. There exist
constants 0,C" > 0 independent of s such that for any vo € M, R € (0,Ry), r € (0, R/(20K; +
3)), and any Borel function u that is bounded, non-negative and —Lu > f in B(xg, R) for f €
L>(B(xo, ),

) RN
—_ u’d
<V($0,T) /B(J:o,r) M)

<C |:eBS(Sln§u + Tﬁs (T (u*’B(an (10K1 + 1)T),B($0,R - 2T)C) + ||f*HL°°(B(xo,R))) :| .
xo,T

Thus, rtWEHIg(s) holds.
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Proof. Write B, := B(zg,a) for a > 0 and let
hi= (5/2)7r" (T (u_, Buok, +1)r> Bi—2r) + lf - Lo (Br)) -
By VDl there exists ¢ € (0,1/2) such that
V(z,a) > 2¢1V(x,5a) for all z € M and a > 0. (5.11)

Let g9 € (0,1) be the constant from Lemma [5.3] associated with the parameter § =1 — ¢;.
Let b > 0 be an arbitrary positive constant. Define for n > 0,

En(b) :={z € B, : u(x) > beyy — (1 — 60)_1h} ,
Hy(b) := {(z,1) € B, x (0,7) : p(En(b) N B(z,50)) > 271V(x,l)} .

We also define [E,,(b)]o-1 as (LI0). By the definition, we have
[En(b)]2-1 = U nem, ) (B(#,50) N By) C U nen,nB(@,50). (5.12)

We will prove at the end of this proof that

#(Ens1 () = ([En(B)lp) for all n > 0. (5.13)
Assume for the moment that (EI3) holds. Let ng = no(b) € N be such that

270V (29, 7) < p(Eo(b)) < 270V (g, 7). (5.14)
Suppose that u(Ey, (b)) < V(xg,r). Then by (LI3) and Lemma [5.4]

W(E(B) > pl(B 1 (B)lg) > 20(Fr1(8) for all 1< k < np,

and therefore, V(zo,r) > u(En, (b)) > 2" u(Ey(b)) > V(zo,r). This gives a contradiction. Hence,

w(En, (b)) = V(xg,r). Using this in the first inequality below and (G.14]) in the second, we obtain

En(b [logeo|/log 2
essinfu > bef® — (1 —gg) 'h > b(%) — (1 —e0) " th. (5.15)
ZTo,T

T

Set 01 := (log2)/|logep| and
K :=essinfu+ (1 — o) h.
By (G15]), we get that for all b > 0,
p({z € By :u(z) > b}) < w(Eo(b)) < 2(K/b)MV (x0,7). (5.16)

Using (G.16]), we conclude that for any 6 € (0,d7),

1 5
d
V(ﬂfo,r) /Tu a

o : > K o0
— 5/ 66_1 ,u({x € BT u(x) = b}) db < 5/ bé—ldb + 25[((51 / b6—1—51db — 51 + 5K6,
0 V(x07 T) 0 K (51 — (5

which implies the desired result.
Now, we prove (BI3]). Let n > 0 and € > 0. By the inner regularity of u and (B.12), there exist
a finite collection {B(z;,5l;) }1<i<n with (x;,1;) € Hy,(b) such that

#([Bn(b)]p-1) < p(UL Bz, 51:)) +e. (5.17)

37



For all 1 < i < N, using (5.I1]), we see that

n (B(xl, 5ll) N {u < b&g — (1 — 60)71h})

<u (B(.%'Z, 5li) N E,i) < V(.%'Z', 512‘) — 271V(.%'Z’, ll) < (1 — cl)V(mi, 5li).
Hence, applying Lemma [5.3] we obtain

Jg(ss.i?lf)u > g (bel — (1 —g9) " Hh — (51;)% (T (u_, B(xs,20K,11;), B(xs, R — 1)°) + Ilf~llLee(BR))

> begtt = eo(1—20) " th = (5/2)7 7 (T (u_, Baok,+1)r Bi_or) + 1/~ Iz (B))
> bep ™ —eg(1 —e9) th—h = bep ™ — (1 —&9) " 'h.

It follows that pu(UN, B(z;, 5l;) \ Eng1(b)) = 0. Combining this with , we arrive at
i=1 +
p([En(D)]a1) < (UL B(wi,51:)) + & < p(Bnta (b)) +¢.

Since £ > 0 is an arbitrary positive constant, (L.I3]) holds true. The proof is complete. O

5.2 1TJg(s) + tWEHIs(s) = rEHRg(s)
For an open set D C M and u € L>(D), define

ess0SC U := esssup u — ess inf u.
D D D

By a standard argument, we establish the next oscillation inequality for weak solutions of the
Poisson equation (L8)) under rtWEHIg(s) and rTJs(s).

Proposition 5.6. Suppose that rtWEHIg(s) and rTJg(s) hold. There exist constants v € (0,1) and
C > 0 independent of s such that for any o € M, 0 <r < R < Ry, and any Borel function u that
is bounded in M and —Lu = f in B(xo, R) for f € L*°(B(x, R)),

essoscu < C ((/R) ullzeqan) + B i oiany )
B(xzo,r)

Proof. Let g € M, R € (0,Rp) and f € L>*(B(xo, R)). Write B, := B(xp,a) for a > 0. Let
K > 1 be the constant in rWEHIg(s) and set € := 1/(3K + 2). Define

W_1:=M and W, := Bep for n>0.

Let v € (0,8s0/2) be a constant to be determined later. In the following, we construct a non-
increasing sequence (by,)n>—1 and a non-decreasing sequence (a,),>—1 with the following properties:
For all n > —1,

esssupu < bn—}—RﬁSHfHLoo(BR) Z P, essvinfuz an—RﬁSHfHLoo(BR) Z ePs (5.18)
Wa 0<i<n " 0<i<n

and
bn — an = 2" [|u| oo (ary- (5.19)

Define b_1 = by = ||ul[ oo (nr), a—1 = —(2677 = D)||ul| oo (ary and ag = —|[[u[| oo (ar). Then (EIS)) and
(EI19) hold for n = —1,0.
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Suppose that monotone sequences (by,)_1<n<t and (a,)_1<n<k are constructed to satisfy (518
and (B.19) for all 0 < n < k, for some k > 0. Consider the function

vp(z) = e * (u(w) - ‘”“T*b’“>

For all 0 < j < k + 1, using the induction hypothesis, we see that

b .
esssup vy < e F7 <bkj _ ot k) +€_k’yRBS”f”Loo(BR) Z P

W 2 0<i<k—j
<e lw(bkj I R ) + e Rl Y, €
0<i<k—j
= e = Dl + e R oy 3 P (520
0<i<k—j

and

b .
essinf vy > —6_k7< —ap—j + % + k) — g_k,yRﬁSHfHLoo(BR) Z gibs

k= 2 0<i<k—j
> —(2e = Dlullpoary — € TR fllpoe sy >, €7 (5.21)
0<i<k—j

There are two cases.
Case 1: Suppose that u(Wyy1 N {vg > 0}) > 27 (Wi, ). Consider

wy, := v + |[u]l oo (ary + €T R fll oo () Z g,
0<i<k

By (G210, essinfy, wy > 0. Further, we have —Lwy > —e *|f| in Wy. Applying tWEHI(s)
(with R replaced by ¥R and 7 replaced by e**1R) to wy,, we obtain

. N
—_— w d,u>
(M(Wk+1) /Wk+1 g

< (cgeintun + R [T () B By aer) + =W liwin] ) (522

Wit

where ¢; and § are positive constants independent of s,xq,7, R, f,u and k. By the assumption
p(Wigr N {vg > 0}) > 27 u(Wyy1), we have

1 5 1/6 1 5 1/6 s
w d“) 2 (7/ w d#) > 0 Yol poeapy. (523
<'M(Wk+1) /Wk+1 : 1(Wit1) Wi+1N{vr >0} ’ el (M) ( )

Moreover, since Ke < 1/3 and essinfyy, wy, > 0, we see that

T ((w)-, Breersig, B(cl—ze)ekR)
k+1
< T((wn)- By W) = swp Y- [ (we)_ )G, dy). (5.24)
Wi i \Wr—_j11

€8 kg3 j—1
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Let € Borpjz and 1 < j <k + 1. Using (B.21) and rTJg(s), we see that

/ (w)— (1) (&, dy) < 2797 — 1)l e qary T (@ W 41)
Wi i \Wr—_j11

< 2(e777 = 1)|Jul| oo a0y I (@, B(x, 28¥ T R/3)°)
2801 = )T = Dullzqary
- (2ek—i+1R/3)Ps

Hence, from (524)), using the inequality a® — 1 < ba’loga for @ > 1 and b > 0 in the second
inequality below, and v < 8s0/2 and supy.,; a?*°/?|loga| < oo in the fourth, we obtain

s . 2A(1 = s)||ull oo (s (e
(HH1R)P T((wk)—aBKekHR?B(er)ekR) < VBE ) Z iBs (=37 — 1)

o 20 = o elluliomo) % ey 27Aeﬁ80/2|loge|||uumw
. 2/3)7 ’ = 23)P0 - Py

Combining this with (.22) and (B.23]), we arrive at

Jj=1

2yAeP50/2|1og |
/3P0~ <P

essinf wy > 2_1/‘501*1 —
Wit

) g ary — €®F PRV RO Fll . (5.25)

Now we choose v € (0, fs0/2) small enough to satisfy

o—1/6.~1 _ 27A5680/2|10g5| >272/5CI1

—-2/6 —1
L (2/3)B(1 — efs0/2)2 = and 2¢7 >2— 27201,

Then, by (£.27)), since a, = by, — 26’”Hu||Loo ) by the induction hypothesis, we deduce that

) ag + by
essinfu =
Wit

a +b _ _ — s s i3s
> BB o (2t = Dl - e RS (05 ST ) e
0<i<k

—i—e’”essmf [wk—uunm ) =€ TR fllpeopry D € }
0<i<k

> b — 72 = 27206 Jull ooy — BEN f oy Y €
0<i<k+1
> by — 2650l oy — B fllioimy Do €
0<i<k+1

By letting by = by and a1 = by — ZE(kHMHuHLw(M), we conclude that (B8] and (519) hold
for k + 1.
Case 2: Suppose that u(Wyq N {vp > 0}) < 27 u(Wyyq). Define

i = v+ [l an) + € RPN ey 3 €7
0<i<k

Following the argument for Case 1, using the function wy, instead of wy and the inequality (5.20)

instead of (.21]), one can deduce that (5I8) and (EI9) hold for k + 1 with agy1 = ap and by =
ar + 26(k+1)“/||u\|Loo(M).
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By induction, we get monotone sequences (by,)n>—1 and (an)p>—1 satisfying (BI8) and (GI19)
for all n > —1. Consider any 7 € (0, R], and let ng > 0 be such that e™*! < r/R < ™. By (EIS)
and (B.19), we arrive at

essoscu < €88 05C U < bpy — Qg + 2RBstHLoo(BR) Zeiﬁs
T ng i>0

2RPs

2RPs L\
=y < 2 (3) Tadmon + T I =t

< 28" ||| oo (ar) + 1—hs

The proof is complete. O

Corollary 5.7. Suppose that rtWEHIg(s) and tTJg(s) hold. Then rEHRg(s) holds.
Proof. For p-a.e. x,y € B(xzg, R/4), we get from Proposition [5.6] that

3d(z,y)/2\"
lu(@) —u(y)] < T P (E))T/yi/> l[ull Loe (1)

where v > 0 is the constant in Proposition O

Proof of Theorem [I.12l The result follows from Theorem [.9] Proposition and Corollary B.71
O

6 Proof of Theorem [1.14

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [LT4l Throughout this section, we assume that
J(dz,dy) = J(x,y)u(dz)u(dy) in M x M and ([LI2) holds with Ry, dg, o and 6. By [VD] there exists
g0 € (0,1) such that

V(z,R) < eV (x, %R) for all z € M and R > 0. (6.1)
We begin with two lemmas about geometric properties of (M, d, u).
Lemma 6.1. Let x € M, R > 0 and FE be a measurable set. If
pw(ENB(z,R) > (1 —&2a)V(z,R)
for some a € (0,1), then for any r € (0, (1 — do/5)R], there exists z € B(x, R — r) such that
w(ENB(z,r)) > (1 —a)V(z,r).

Proof. Suppose that pu(E N B(z,r)) < (1 —a)V(z,r) for all B(z,7) C B(xg, R). By the Vitali
covering lemma, there exists a collection {B(z;,7)}72, of pairwise disjoint open balls with z; €
B(zo, R — r) such that B(xg, R —r) C U2, B(z;,5r). By assumption, u (E° N B(z;, 1)) > aV (2, 1)
for all ¢ > 1. Using this and (G.1), we get

w(E°N B(xg, R)) > Z p (BN B(zi,7))
=1

> az V(zi,r) > 6oaz V(z,57) > goaV (zo, R — ) > egaV (0, R),
i=1 i=1

which contradicts the assumption that u (E N B(z, R)) > (1 — e2a)V (z, R). a
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Lemma 6.2. Let E be a measurable set. The function

p(EN B(z,7))

(z,7) = V(x,r)

is jointly continuous in M x (0, Rp).
Proof. Let x € M and r € (0, Ry). For any (y,r’) € B(xz,r/4) x (r/2,Ry), we have

wENB(z,r)  wENBy,r)
Vi) Viy,r)
< Yy, ™) |(E 0 Bz, 7)) — (BN Bly, )| + p(E 0 By, ) [V(y,r") = V(z,r)|
- Vi, r)V(y,r")
- w(ENB(z,rVr' +d(z,y))) — p(ENBx,r Ar' —d(z,y)))

- Vix,r)
n V(z,r Vo' +d(z,y)) — V(e,r A" —d(x,y))
Vix,r)
- 2(V(z,r V' +d(x,y)) — V(x,r Ar' —d(x,y)))
- V(x,r) ’

Since lim(ym/)ﬁ(xm)(V(:ﬂ,r Vr'+d(x,y)) = V(e,r Ar' —d(x,y))) = p({z € M : d(xz,2z) =r}) =0 by
the outer regularity of p and (ILIII), the result follows. O

We define Ji(z,y) and Ni(x) inductively as follows. Let Jy(z,y) := J(x,y) and

0(1—s)
No(x) = {z €Ml 2) 2 G (e )P }

Let A € (0, 1) be a constant to be determined later. Suppose that Ji(x,y) and N (z) are well-defined
for some k > 0. Set

Sod(z, 2) (Ng(z) N B(w,r))

2
, Jw € B(z,r) such that a Vwr) > —6070},

ri(x, z) == sup {r >0:r<

Jk(x’z) A d(y’ Z)ﬁs‘](y’ Z)
jk(x,y, Z) = V(Z’Tk(x’z)) V(y’d(x’y))d(x’y)ﬁs

0 otherwise

if rp(z,2z) > 0 and y € B(z,4r(x, 2)),

Here ¢ € (0,1) is the constant in (6.1). Then we define

(1) = / Ti(@,y, 2)u(dz),

B(y,2d(z,y))

V

F(1—s
Niy1(x) = {z €M : Jpp1(z,2) > ON'(1 = 5) }

V(z,d(x,2))d(x,z)5s

Lemma 6.3. For any k > 0, there exists C > 0 depending on k, sq and the constants in VDI only
such that for any ball B(xo, R) and a function f : B(xg, R) — R,

/ () — F))2T (@ y) () pu(dy)
B(zo,R)x B(zo,R)

e, / (F(x) — £ )2k y)a(de) (). (6.2)
B(z0,5~%R)x B(z0,5~*R)
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Proof. Write aB := B(xg,aR) for a > 0. Clearly, (6.2)) holds for k£ = 0. Suppose that (€2 holds
for £ — 1. We have

[ U@~ f0)P e yutdn)a(dy)
5-kBx5-kB

- 2/ ) / ((f(x) = F(2))* + (f(y) = F(2))?) Tnei(2,y, 2)p(d2) p(da) (dy)
5=k Bx5=*B J B(y,2d(x,y))

<2 /5ka5kB /B(y (e y))(f(w) — f(z))Z V(zjkr;(f(;)z)) Bledry_y (2.2 () p(dz)p(de)u(dy)

e w2y, 2) Nl da
L AN PR Ll e G

= 2([1 + IQ)

Using Fubini’s theorem, [VDI and the induction hypothesis, we obtain

nE [ @) - 1) D

o[ (@) = @) aldon(d)
51-kBx51—kB

<o [ (1@) = )P ldolda) (6.3)
BxB

Further, using Fubini’s theorem and Lemma 2.6 we get

— f(2))? )55 z z
pef WP e [ e ey uta:)

63 5
/850 /5_’“B><51—k3(f(y) B f(Z)) J(y, Z)lu’(dy)lu’(dz)'

Combining this with (6.3), we arrive at the result by induction. O

For the proof of the next lemma, we adapt the argument from [I5, Lemma 4.2|. However, there
was a gap in the last display of their proof: in their notation, the set = may not be contained in
Qj(z,y). Using Lemma [ET] we address this issue.

Lemma 6.4. There exists cg € depending on &g, o and the constants in[NDI only such that if

(0,1]
A < g, then for allz € M and k > 0,
{z € B(z,2Ry) : ri(x,z) > 0} C Npi1(x).

Proof. Let y € B(z,2Rp) be such that ri(xz,y) > 0. We prove that there exists ¢y € (0,1]

depending on dy, 0 and the constants in only such that
cof N (1 — )

V(x,d(z,y))d(z,y)?

Je1(@,y) 2 (6.4)
This yields the desired result.

Set vy := y. Since rg(x,vg) > 0, there exists wy € B(vg,rg(x,vp)) such that pu(Ng(x) N
B(wo, rg(w,v0))) > (1 — 30 /2)V (wo, r(x,v0)). We construct sequences (v;)j>0 and (w;)j>o as
follows: Set

8o — 62 2
:3070 and K =1+ —.
€
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If there exists v; € B(wj_1,7x(x,vj—1)) with ri(z,v;) > Krp(z,vj_1), select such v;. Since
ri(z,vj) > 0, there is w; € B(vj, 7 (x,v;)) such that

p(Ni(z) 0 B(wj,re(z,v5)) . €50
V(wj,ri(z,v5)) 21 2 (6:5)

If v; is well-defined, then

d(y,vj) < d(y,vj—1) +d(vj—1,wj—1) + d(wj—1,v;) < d(y,vj—1) + 2rp(z,vj1)

7j—1 o)
<< QZrk(az,vi) < 2rp(x,vj) ZKﬁi = erp(x,vj). (6.6)
1=0 =1

In particular, we have 10d(y,v;) < 1074 (z,v;) < d(z,v;) < d(y,v;) + d(z,y) which implies

107 (2, v5) < d(z,v;) < —d(z,y). (6.7)

o5 A

Since 74 (z,v;) > KJry(z,v9) whenever v; is well-defined, the iterative construction stops after n
steps for some n < oc.
By (63) and Lemma [61] there exists w], € B(wn, (09/5)rk(z,vy,)) such that

u(Ni(x) N B(wy,, (1 — bo/5)rk(x, vn)))

Vi, (- 0o/S)re@on)

(6.8)

5
By (6.6]), we have
d(y7 ) < d(y7 vn) + d(vna wn) + d(wru )
< (I+e+60/5) re(z,vy) = (1 +00) (1 — o/5) ric(, vp). (6.9)

Further, by (@7), (1 — do/5)rk(z,vn) < Ro. Set A := B(w),, (1 — d0/5)rk(x,vy,)). Using (6], ([G.9)
and (LI2), we get

 (Ni() N No(y) N1 A) = (Ne(w) N A) + 1 (Noy) 1 A) = u(A) = Zu(A).  (6.10)
For any z € A, we have ri(z,2) < Kri(z,v,) by the maximality of n,
d(z,z) <d(x,v,) + d(vn, wy) + d(wy, 2) < d(z,v,) + 2r(z,v,) < W
by ([671) and
d(y,z) < d(y,w)) + d(w,2) < (2+ &) (1 - 5—50) (T, vp) (6.11)
by 3). Thus, for any z € AN Ny(z) N No(y), using VD* we get
Ji(z, 2) - ONF(1 — )
Viz,rp(z,2)) = V(z,d(x,2))d(x,2)35V (2, Krp(z,v,))
c10XF(1 — 5)
2 V(x,d(z,y))d(x,y)PV (wn, 76(z,v5)) (6.12)
and
d(y, 2)7J(y, ) (1 — s)
Viy, d(z,y))d(z, y)? ~ V(y,d(x,y))d(z,y)*V (y, (2 + do) (L = do/5)rr(x,vn))
c0(1 —s
% V(e dle )l )PV (s 0)) (049)
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Moreover, for any z € A, since

dpd(x, 2) - do
10 — 10

0

(d(z,v) — d(vp, wy) — d(wn, 2)) > <1 - 30> iz, vp),

we deduce from (6.8) and (GIT]) that

dy,z) _ d(y,2)
246 — 4

re(z, ) > (1 - %) r(z, vn) > (6.14)

Combining (6.10), (6.12), (6I3) and (6I4), and using VD we arrive at

Ton(o.y) > / T,y 2)u(d)

ANN (2)NNo (y)
- (c1 A c2)0NF (1 — 5) /
~ Vi, d(z,y))d(x,y)P5V (wn, (2, v0)) JAnN, (@)0No ()
o(cr Acg)ONF(1 — s)u(A) - c30NF(1 — 5)
~ 2V (z,d(2,y))d(@,y)PV (wn, (@, 00)) — V(2 d(2,y))d(z,y)5

p(dz)

proving that (6.4]) holds. The proof is complete. O

In the remainder of this section, we let A = ¢y where ¢g is the constant in Lemma,
Lemma 6.5. For all z € M and k > 0, we have pu((Ni11(x) \ Ni(z)) N B(z,2Rp)) = 0.

Proof. By Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem (see [35, Theorem 1.8]), for p-a.e. y € Ni(x), we
have Ry (z,y) > 0. The result follows from Lemma [6.4] |

The proof below is based on that of [I5, Proposition 4.3], with some non-trivial modifications
needed since M is not geodesic in general.

Lemma 6.6. There exists ag € (0,1) depending on 6,0 and the constants in VDI only such that
the following holds: Let x € M and z € B(x, Ry). Set R:=d(x,z)/(1+4 dg). For all k > 0, we have
either

p((Ng+1(z) \ Ni(2)) N B(2,2R))

B N > ap.
(2, R) C Ngyi1(x)  or V(. 2R) > ag

Proof. By Lemma [65], (L12) and VDl we have
w(Ng(z) N B(z,R)) > u(No(x) N B(z,R)) > oV (z,R) > 1V (z,2R). (6.15)

Set o’ := g0 /2 where &y is the constant in (6.I)). We deal with two cases separately.

Case 1: pu(Ng(z) N B(z,R)) < (1 —0¢")V(z, R).
Let y € Ni(x) N B(z, R) be a Lebesgue point of 1y, ). Then there is I¥ € (0, R — d(z,y)) such
that p(Ng(z) N B(y,lY)) > (1 —o')V(y,1¥). Define

AY = {(w,r) € B(z,R—1l¥) x [ly,00) : d(y,w) +1Y <r <R — d(z,w)}
and AY = {(w,r) € VY : u(Ng(xz) N B(w,r)) > (1 — ")V (w,r)}. We have (y,1¥) € A and (2, R) €
AY\ AY. Note that AY is compact. Thus, by Lemma and the intermediate value theorem, there
exists (w¥, 1Y) € Aj such that

pu(Ne(z) N B(w?,r¥)) = (1 — o' )V (w¥,rY). (6.16)
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Note that B(wY,r¥) C B(z,R). We claim that there exists co > 0 depending on Jp,c and the
constants in [VDl only such that

1((Nig1(2) \ Nig(2)) N B(w?, 2rY)) > oV (w?, 2rY). (6.17)

To prove ([6.I7)), we consider the following three subcases separately:

(i) Assume r¥ < §od(z,w?)/11. For any v € B(wY,rY), we have r¥ < dpd(x,v)/10. Hence, by
©I19), ri(z,v) > 0 for all v € B(wY,rY). By Lemma [6.4] this implies B(wY,rY) C Ni41(z). Thus,
using ([6.I6) and VDI we get

1((Nig1(2) \ Nig(2)) N B(w?,2rY)) > p(B(w?,r¥) \ Ny(z)) = o'V (w¥,7Y) > csV (w?, 2rY). (6.18)

(i) Assume r¥ > dpd(xz,w?)/11 and there is a covering {B(w;,r;)}°, of B(wY,r¥) with balls
such that for all ¢ > 1,

53
ri < 13—2d(x w;) and  p(Ny(z) N B(wg,r;)) > (1 — eda/2)V (w;, ;).
By Lemma [6.4] we see B(w;,r;) C Ngg1(x) for all @ > 1. Hence, B(wY,rY) C UX,B(wj, 1) C
Ni+1(x) and (GI8]) remains valid.
(iii) Assume ¥ > dpd(x,wY)/11 and there is no covering as in (ii). Then there exists B(wp, o)
with wg € B(wY,rY) and rg := dgd(z,wp)/132 such that pu(Ny(z)NB(wo,10)) < (1—€3a/2)V (wo,70).
Note that

53 52
ro < 13—2(d(3: w’) + 1Y) < ﬁry (6.19)

By Lemma [6.1] and (6.16]), there exists wj € B(wY,r¥) such that u(Ng(xz) N B(wg,re)) > (1 —
€20 /2)V (wg,70). By the continuity of w — u(Ny(x ) N B(w,ry))/V (w, 0), we deduce that there
r0)-

exists vg € B(wY,r¥) such that pu(Ny(z) N B(vo,70)) = (1 — €30 /2)V (vo Since
do 9o 50 62
v > Y _
Hd(x,vo) > 11(d(9v,z) d(z,v0)) > R Hry > 7

by (6I9]), we have ri(x,v) > 0 for all v € B(vg,79). Applying Lemma 64 we get B(vg,r9) C
Nit+1(z) N B(wY,2rY). Note that

> OB (4, 2) — dz o)) > S0 R > 0 gt ).
0= 139 U2 #W0)) = a9 it = T3 MW 10

Hence, by VD# we get V (vg,70) > e3V (wY,2rY). It follows that

edo cugdo

((Nis1(2) \ Nip(@)) 0 B(w?,2r)) > u(B(vo, o) \ Ni(2)) = 07‘/(2}0,7“0) >

V(w?,2rY).
The proof of (GIT7) is complete. By Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem, almost every point
of Ni(x) N B(z, R) is a Lebesgue point of 1y, (). By the Vitali covering lemma, there exists a

collection {B(w¥i,2r¥)}>°, of pairwise disjoint open balls with y; € Ny(z) N B(z, R) such that
Ni(z) N B(z,R) C U2, B(wY,10rY%") p-a.e. Using (6.17), and (GIH), we arrive at

1((Nig1(2) \ Ni(z)) N B(z,2R)) Z,u (Npy1(2) \ Ni(z)) 0 B(w, 2r%))

> Z V(w¥,2rY) > c5 Z V(w¥,10r%) > cspu(Ng(x) N B(z, R)) > c1c2V (2, 2R).
i=1 1=1

46



Case 2: u(Ng(z)NB(z, R)) > (1—0")V (2, R). If there exists a covering { B(w;, ;) }:2, of B(z, R)

with balls such that
5 , |
ri < 13—2d(x,wi) and  p(Ni(z) N B(w;,1i)) > (1 —ego/2)V (w;,r;) forall i > 1,

then, by Lemma [6.4] we obtain B(z, R) C U2, B(wj,7;) C Niy1(z). If no such covering of B(z, R)
exists, we can apply the argument from Case 1(iii) to deduce that there exist vy € B(z, R) and
§aR/132 < 1o < Sod(w,v0)/11 such that pu(Ng(z) N B(vo,70)) = (1 — 30 /2)V (vo,70). Using VDH
we obtain

#(Nia (2)\ Ne(@)) 0 B(2,2R))

e3o g2o
> u(B(vg,10) \ Nk(x)) = 07V(vo,r0) > 07V(vo,(58‘1:€/132) > ¢V (2,2R).

The proof is complete. g
Let ng > 3 be the smallest natural number such that
ap(np—1) > 1 (6.20)
where ag € (0,1) is the constant in Lemma [6.0

Corollary 6.7. For all x € M, we have B(x, Ry) C Np,(x) p-a.e.

Proof. Let z € B(z, Ry) and set R := d(z,2)/(1 + do). If w(Npy(z) N B(z, R)) < V(z, R), then by
Lemmas [6.5] and [6.6] and ([6.20]), we get

no—1
V(2.2R) > p(Niy(2) 0 Bz 20) 2 Y pl(Newa () = Nifa)) 0 Bz 2R) > 0 V(z.28).
=0

which is a contradiction. Thus, we get B(z, R) C Ny, (x) p-a.e., implying the desired result. |

Now we present the proof of Theorem [[LT41

Proof of Theorem [L.T4l Let zo € M, r € (0,Ry) and f € L*(B(xo,r)). Using Lemma [6.3] and
Corollary 6.7, we obtain

/ () — F())2T (o, y)ya(dle) ()

B(zo,r)xB(xo,r)

>0 [ (@) = F )Py, ()
B(xo,5~"0r) X B(zg,5~"0T)

—aef (@) = S ()P Ty () (dy) ()
B(x0,57"071) J B(x0,5~"07)NB(x,2-5~"07)NNn (x)

10 30 (f(z) = f(y)*
=z oA (1 =) /Ei(mmf;—"()r)xB(a:mS—”or) V(z,d(z,y))d(x,y)5s ulde)u(dy).

proving that rECs(s) holds with Ky = 5. O
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